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highlights 


PART  I: 


ACCIDENT  REPORT  ^  _ 

NTSB  publishes  annual  report  to  Congress . .  26078 

BOATS 

DOT/CG  proposes  capacity  and  safe  loading  require¬ 
ments;  comments  by  8-24—76 .  26027 

CABLE  SPLICING 

DOT/CG  revises  regulations  pertaining  to  electrical  sys¬ 
tems  on  vessels;  effective  7-26-76 .  26013 

CANNED  SWEETPOTATOES 

USDA/AMS  revises  grade  standards;  effective  8-16-76..  25987 

COMMUNITY  FACILITY  LOANS 

USDA/FmHA  issues  rules  regarding  certain  procedural 
and  editorial  changes;  effective  6-24-76 .  25995 

CONTINENTAL  SHELF  FISHERIES 

Commerce/NOAA  issues  standards  for  compliance;  effec¬ 
tive  7-24-76 . ..  26019 

DRUG  ABUSE  ALLOTMENT  FORMULA 

HEW/PHS  Issues  final  regulations;  effective  6-24-76  ...  26010 

ENERGY  SUPPLY 

FEA  extends  comment  period  to  6-30-76 .  26074 

INORGANIC  ARSENIC 

Labor/OSHA  announces  availability  of  impact  statement 
and  public  hearing  on  proposed  standard  for  occupa¬ 
tional  exposure . . .  26029 

FEDERAL  REGISTER 

OFR  notice  of  public  briefing  in  Chicago,  III.,  7-22  and 
7-23-76 . .. . . .  26083 

HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 

DOT/MTB  modifies  the  mandatory  compliance  dates; 
effective  7-1-76 . 26014 

INDIANS 

Interior/BIA  proposes  requirements  and  deadline  for 
filing  applications  for  enrollment  with  Apache  Tribe  of 
Oklahoma;  comments  by  7-26-76 _ 26021 
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reminders 


(The  Items  In  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

DOT/FAA — Standard  instrument  approach 

procedures . .  19621;  5-13-76 

Standard  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedures;  recent  changes  and  addi¬ 
tions . 20652;  5-20-76 

EPA — Approval  and  promulgation  of  im¬ 
plementation  plans;  Wisconsin. 

21323;  5-25-76 

FCC — Cable  television  services;  franchise 

fees .  21350;  5-15-76 

Radio  broadcast  services:  table  of 
assignments;  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa. 

20662;  5-20-76 


Radio  broadcast  services:  table  of 
assignments;  Holiday  and  Dunedin, 

Fla .  20663;  5-20-76 

HEW/FDA — Tolerances  for  pesticides  in 
animal  feeds;  2-Ethoxy-2,  3- 
Dihydro-3,3— Dimethyl-5-Benzofor- 
anyl  Methanesulfonate  ......  21345; 

5-25-76 

SSA — Aged  and  disabled,  health  in¬ 
surance;  disclosure  of  information. 

21339;  2-25-76 

List  of  Public  Laws 

Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become 
law  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  Inclusion  in  today’s  List  of 
Public  Laws. 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 

Twelve  agencies  have  agreed  to  a  six-month  trial  period  based  on  the  assignment  of  two  days  a  week  begin¬ 
ning  February  9  and  ending  August  6  (See  41  FR  5453).  The  participating  agencies  and  the  days  assigned  are  as 
follows: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OH  MO 

CSC 

DOT/PSOO 

LABOR 

Wednesday 


Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

1  .  .  _  Jl - 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/PSOO 

LABOR 

Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  trial  program  are  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5286.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
*  holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 

.  Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  U.S.C., 
#  Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 

*  a?  is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  Inspection  In  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  Is  requested  by  the  Issuing  agency. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  Is  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  In  the  Federal  Register. 
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MINERAL  RESOURCE  ASSET 

SEC  publishes  Staff  Accounting  Bulletin  No.  9 . 

NONFAT  DRY  MILK 

USDA/CCC  publishes  notice  of  monthly  sales  list . 

PIPELINE  SAFETY 

DOT/MTB  modifies  bending  limitations . 

RADIATION  LEVELS 

EPA  publishes  notice  of  interim  recommendations  on 
Florida  phosphate  lands . 

RAISINS  AND  CURRANTS 

USDA/AMS  proposes  standards  for  grades  of  certain 
processed  and  dried  fruits;  comments  by  7-26-76  . 

RECORDING  DEVICES 

FCC  notice  regarding  connections  with  telephone 
service  . * . . 

REPORTING  COSTS 

CASB  publishes  proposed  Interpretation  No.  1  . 

RESEARCH  AND  DEMONSTRATIONS 

HEW/RSA  announces  closing  date  for  receipt  of  appli¬ 
cations  . TT . 

SAVINGS  AND  LOAN  ASSOCIATIONS 

FHLBB  proposes  amendments  concerning  service  cor¬ 
porations;  comments  by  7-25-76  . 

SECURITIES 

Treasury  announces  auction  of  Series  F-1981  notes 


SELF-REGULATORY  ORGANIZATIONS 

SEC  notice  regarding  qualification  of  persons  in  charge  of 
any  sales  department  or  activity;  comments  by  7-24-76..  26084 

SHIP  FINANCING  PROGRAM 

Commerce/MA  publishes  notice  of  policy  requiring 
vessels  to  be  inspected  by  the  Coast  Guard .  26055 

SOURCE  MATERIAL 

NRC  proposes  exemptions  for  persons  using  thorium 
contained  in  personnel  neutron  dosimeters;  comments 
by  8-9-76 .  26032 

USED  MOTOR  VEHICLES 

FTC  extends  time  for  proposing  disputed  issues  of  fact  26032 


VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION 

HEW/OE  publishes  notice  of  intent  to  set  priorities  for 
research  and  training  programs . . ..  .. 

MEETINGS— 

DOT/NHTSA:  National  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Advisory 

Council,  7-12  to  7-14-76  . 

FPC:  Conservation-Technical  Advisory  Task  Force, 

7-8-76 . 

HEW:  Pharmaceutical  Reimbursement  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee,  7-28  and  7-29-76 . . 

OE:  National  Advisory  Committee  on  the  Handi¬ 
capped,  8-3  through  8-6-76  . 

Interior/BLM:  Coeur  d’Alene  District  Use  Advisory 

Board,  8-2-76  . . 

Riverside  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board, 

7-15-76 . . 

USDA/FS:  Oregon  Dunes  National  Recreation  Ad¬ 
visory  Council,  8-13-76  ...  . . . 

VA:  Station  Committee  on  Educational  Allowances, 
7-22-76  . 

RESCHEDULED  MEETING — 

Justice/LEAA:  National  Advisory  Committee  on  Crim¬ 
inal  Justice  Standards  and  Goals,  7-9-76 

PART  II: 

HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 

DOT/CG  proposes  regulations  governing  design,  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  self-propelled  vessels  engaged 
in  carriage  of  certain  bulk  dangerous  or  flammable  liquid 
cargoes,  hearing  8-3-76;  comments  by  8-20-76  ... 

PART  III: 

PANAMA  CANAL 

DOD/Army  issues  regulations'redesignating  and  revising 
military  reservations;  effective  7-1-76 . 

PART  IV: 

NURSING  STUDENTS 

HEW/PHS/HRA  designates  shortage  areas  for  repay¬ 
ment  of  educational  loans . 

PART  V: 

FERTILIZERS 

Commerce/DIBA  publishes  export  monitoring  report  .  .. 


HIGHLIGHTS — Continued 
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26053 

26016 

26066 

25987 

26073 

26065 
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26037 


contents 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Rules 

Oranges  (Valencia)  grown  in  Ariz. 


and  Calif _  25994 

Sweetpotatoes,  canned;  U.S. 

standards  for  grades _  25987 


Proposed  Rules 

Currants  (dried)  and  raisins 

(processed) ;  grade  standards—  26021 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration;  Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration;  Forest  Service. 


Rules 

Procurement  and  contracting _  26009 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc.;  suspen¬ 
sion  -  26063 

COAST  GUARD 


Rules 

Drawbridge  operations: 

New  Jersey _  26009 

Vessels: 

Cable  splicing  requirements 26013 


Proposed  Rules 

Boat  safety;  loading  standards _ 

Dangerous  cargoes: 

Self-propelled  vessels;  safety 

standards  _ 

Drawbridge  operations: 

Texas  (2  documents) _ 

Notices 

Equipment,  construction,  mate¬ 
rials;  approvals  and  termina¬ 
tions  _ 

Special  local  regulation  for  Nor¬ 
folk  Downtown  Harbor  Re¬ 
gatta  _ 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Skipanon  River,  proposed 
bridge _ 
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26085 

26038 

26125 

26147 

26167 

26173 


26027 

26125 

26026 

26058 
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COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Domestic  and  International 
Business  Administration;  Eco¬ 
nomic  Development  Adminis¬ 
tration;  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tion;  National  Oceanic  and  At¬ 
mospheric  Administration. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 
Notices 

Monthly  sales  list : 

FY  ending  June  30.  1976 _  26053 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Air  traffic  operating  and  flight 
rules: 


IFR  _ 

_  25999 

Airworthiness  directives 

Beech  _ 

_  25997 

Boeing  . 

_  25997 

General  Electric 

_  .  _  25998 

Start  &  Flug 

_  25999 

Standard  instrument 

approach 

procedures 

_  26008 

COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS  BOARD 
Notices 

Cost  accounting  standards : 

Consistency  in  estimating,  ac¬ 
cumulating  and  reporting 
costs;  interpretation _  26065 

CUSTOMS  SERVICE 
Notices 

Countervailing  duty  petitions : 

Footwear  from  Republic  of  Ko¬ 


rea  (2  documents) _  26035 

Footwear  from  Taiwan _  26035 


DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Navy  Department. 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Export  privileges,  actions  affect¬ 
ing: 

Gahagan.  K.  J.  E.  and  Rotavia 

<Pty.>  Ltd _ _ —  26053 

Fertilizers;  export  monitoring  re¬ 
port  for  February,  1976 -  26173 


ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Import  determination  petitions: 


Edru  Shoe,  Inc _  26054 

Fancy  Industries,  Inc _  26054 


EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Notices 

Meeting: 

Handicapped  National  Advisory 


Committee _  26055 

Vocational  education: 

Research  and  training  pro¬ 
grams  and  projects -  26055 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Notices 

Pesticide  chemicals,  etc.;  peti¬ 
tions: 

Dow  Chemical  Co.,  et  al _  26068 

Pesticide  registration: 

West  Virginia;  certification  of 
commercial  and  private  appli¬ 
cators  _ ■ _  26068 

Radiation  levels: 

Interim  recommendations  on 
Florida  phosphate  lands _  26066 


FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Association,  community  facility 
loans: 

Community  facility  loans _  25995 


Proposed  Rules 

Transition  area _  26028 

VOR  Federal  airways _  26028 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


Rules 

Authority  delegation : 

Chief  Engineer _  26014 

Notices 

Canadian  broadcast  stations -  26069 

Domestic  public  radio  services; 

applications  accepted  for  filing-  26069 
FM  broadcast  applications  ready 

and  available  for  processing —  26070 
Petitions  for  rulemaking  filed, 

granted,  denied,  etc _  26072 

Telephone  recording  devices,  use 

by  broadcasters;  tariffs _  26073 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Stereo  Broadcasters,  Inc -  26072 


FEDERAL  DISASTER  ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Disaster  areas : 

Mariana  Islands,  northern _  26057 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Energy  Supply  and  Environmental 
Coordination  Act  of  1974;  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  for  public  comment.  26074 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 
Proposed  Rules 

Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Sys¬ 
tem;  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Insurance  Corporation: 
Service  corporations,  acquisition 
and  development  of  unim¬ 
proved  real  estate _  26031 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meeting : 

Conservation -Technical  Advi¬ 
sory  Task  Force-efficiency  in 
use  of  gas _ _ _  26074 

FEDERAL  REGISTER  OFFICE 
Notices 

Public  briefing:  Chicago.  Illinois.  26083 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
Notices 

Actions  of  the  Board;  applica¬ 


tions  and  reports _  26074 

Applications,  etc.: 

American  Affiliates,  Inc _  26075 

American  Bancshares  of  Man- 

lato,  Inc _  26076 


Banco  De  Santander,  S.A _  26076 

Community  Bancshares,  Inc__  26076 

Exchange  Bancorp _  26077 

Florida  Bankshares,  Inc _  26077 

Harlan  National  Co _  26077 

Jan-Mar  Corp _  26078 

ONB  Corp _  26078 

Platte  Valley  Bancorp.  Inc _  26078 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 

Motor  vehicles,  used;  disclosure 
and  other  regulations  concern¬ 
ing  sale,  extension  of  time _  26032 

FISCAL  SERVICE 
Notices 

Surety  companies  acceptable  on 
Federal  bonds  : 

Cosmopolitan  Mutual  Insurance 
Co _ * _  26036 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Rules 

Endangered  and  threatened  spe¬ 
cies:  wildlife  and  plants;  correc¬ 
tion  (2  documents* _  26019 

Notices 

Endangered  species  permits;  ap¬ 
plications  <6  documents*  26038-26044 

FOREST  SERVICE 
Notices 

Meeting : 

Oregon  Dunes  National  Recrea¬ 
tion  Area  Advisory  Council. _  26053 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Education  Office;  Human 
Development  Office;  Public 
Health  Service. 

Rules 

Grants  to  States  for  drug  abuse 
prevention  functions;  allotment 


formula  _  26010 

Notices 
Meeting :  . 

Pharmaceutical  Reimbursement 

Advisory  Committee _  26057 

HEARINGS  AND  APPEALS  OFFICE 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Bearwallow  Coal  Co -  26045 

Classic  Coal  Corp _  26045 

Consolidation  Coal  Co _  26046 

E  &  J  Coal  Co _  26047 

Epic  Coal  Co _  26047 

G.  &  L.  Coal  Co _  26047 

H.  &  J.  Coal  Co.  #2 _  26049 

Hite  Preparation  Co.  (3  docu¬ 
ments)  _  26048,  26049 

Jim  Walter  Resources,  Inc _  26052 

L  and  M  Coal  Co _  26050 

May  Branch  #1 _  26050 

Porter  Coal  Co _  26050 

Sow  Branch  Coal  Co _  26051 

Stearns  Mining  Co _  26051 

V  and  R  Coal  Co _  26053 


HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration. 
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HUMAN  DEVEOPMENT  OFFICE 
Notices 


See  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service; 
Hearings  and  Appeals  Office; 

Indian  Affairs  Bureau;  Land 
Management  Bureau. 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 
Notices 

Authority  delegations; 

Director  of  International  Op¬ 
erations,  et  al _  26036 

District  Directors  and  Assist¬ 
ant  Regional  Commissioners.  26036 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Canons  of  conduct . . .  26018 

Notices 

Agreements  under  section  5a, 
applications  for  approval,  etc: 

Bulk  Carrier  Conference,  Inc _  26086 

Hearing  assignments _  26086 

Motor  carriers: 

Transfer  of  proceedings  (2  doc¬ 
uments)  _  26086,26087 

Operating  rights  applications, 
etc . 26087 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration. 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration. 

LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 
Notices 

Meetings : 

Coeur  d’Alene  District  Multiple 


Use  Advisory  Board _  26038 

Riverside  District  Multiple  Use 
Advisory  Board _  26038 


LAW  ENFORCEMENT  ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Criminal  Justice  Standards  and 
Goals  National  Advisory 


Committee _  26038 

MARITIME  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Ship  financing  program;  inspec¬ 
tion  requirements _  26055 


MATERIALS  TRANSPORTATION  BUREAU 
Rules 


NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meeting : 

National  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 


Advisory  Council _  26062 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards; 
temporary  exemption  peti¬ 
tions: 

American  Motors  Corp _  26061 

Chrysler  Corp _  26062 


NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Continental  shelf  fisheries  re¬ 
sources;  final  compliance  stand¬ 
ards  _ < _  26019 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 
BOARD 

Notices 

Accident  report;  annual  report  to 
Congress;  safety  recommen¬ 
dations  and  responses: 

Availability  and  receipt _  26078 

NAVY  DEPARTMENT 

Rules 

Disposition  of  property _  26008 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 

Rules 

Privacy  Act  and  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act;  corrections _  25997 

Proposed  Rules 

Thorium  in  personnel  neutron 
dosimeters,  exemption _  26032 

Notices 

Regulatory  guides;  issuance  and 

availability  (2  documents) _  26082, 

26083 

Applications,  etc: 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co _  26080 

Nebraska  Public  Power  District 

(2  documents) _  26080,  26081 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co _  26081 

Portland  General  Electric  Co.  et 
al . . . . . -  26081 


Public  Interest  Research  Group, 

et  al . .  26081 

Puget  Sound  Power  and  Light 

Co.  et  al _  26082 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority _  26082 

Toledo  Edison  Co.  et  al.  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  26082, 26083 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Exposure  to  inorganic  arsenic -  26029 

PANAMA  CANAL 
Rules 

Military  reservations  in  the  Canal 
Zone;  redesignation  and  revi¬ 
sion  . 26147 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 
Notices 

Nursing  student  loan  repayment 
program; 

List  of  areas  designated -  26167 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Financial  reporting;  staff  ac¬ 
counting  bulletin -  26083 

Self -regulatory  organizations ; 

proposed  rule  changes : 

New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  26084 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Disaster  areas: 

Georgia  _  26068 

Pacific  Islands,  certain  areas  of 

trust  territory _  26068 

Texas  (2  documents) _  26068 


TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration;  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau;  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Customs  Service;  Fiscal 
Service;  Internal  Revenue 
Service. 

Notices 

Antidumping: 

Ceramic  brick  and  tile,  hollow 

or  cored,  from  Canada _  26037 

Notes,  Treasury: 

Series  F-1981 .  26037 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings : 

Station  Committee  on  Educa¬ 
tional  Allowances _  26085 


Vocational  rehabilitation  train¬ 
ing,  long  term,  applications...  26056 

INDIAN  AFFAIRS  BUREAU 
Proposed  Rules 

Enrollment;  Apache  Tribe  of 
Oklahoma _  26021 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 


Consolidation  of  hazardous  ma¬ 
terials  regulations;  extension  of 
mandatory  compliance  dates. __  26014 

Pipeline  safety  standard;  bending 
limitations _  26016 

Notices 

Waiver  of  safety  standards : 

Explorer  Pipeline  Co _  26061 
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“THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER— WHAT  IT 
IS  AND  HOW  TO  USE  IT” 


Weekly  Briefings  at  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register 

(For  Details,  See  41  FR  22997,  June  8,  1976) 
RESERVATIONS:  BILL  SHORT,  523-5282 


list  of  cfr  ports  affected  in  this  issue 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  in  today's 
issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

A  Cumulative  List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections  affected 
by  documents  published  since  the  revision  date  of  each  title. 


7  CFR 

52 _ 25987 

908 _ 25994 

1823 _ 25995 

Proposed  Rules: 

52 . 26021 

10  CFR 

9 _ 25997 

Proposed  Rules: 

40 .  26032 

12  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

571 . . 26031 

“  571 . 26031 

14  CFR 

39  (4  documents) _ 25997-25999 

95 _ 25999 

97. _ 26008 

Proposed  Rules: 

71  (2  documents) _  26028 

16  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

455. .  26032 


25  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

41 . . .  26021 

29  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

1910. . — . .  26029 

32  CFR 

736 . 26008 

33  CFR 

117 . . 26009 

Proposed  Rules: 

117  (2  documents) _  26026 

183— .  26027 

35  CFR 

5 . 26126 

41  CFR 

4-1 .  26009 

42  CFR 

54b__ .  26010 

46  CFR 

111 . 26013 


Proposed  Rules: 

1 . 26126 

2 _ _ _ 26126 

24_ . 26126 

30  . . - . 26126 

31  _ 26126 

32  _ 26126 

39  _ 26126 

40  _ 26126 

42 _ 26126 

70 _ 26126 

90 _ 26126 

98 . ___  26126 

110 _ _ _ _ 26126 

IN . . 26126 

153— . 26126 

47  CFR 

0 . 26014 

49  CFR 

171_ . 26014 

172  . 26014 

173  _  26014 

174  . 26014 

175— — 1 . 26014 

176  . 26014 

177  _  26014 

192 _ 26016 

195 - 26016 

1000- .  26018 

50  CFR 

17  (2  documents) _ 26019 

295— . 26019 
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CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED  DURING  JUNE 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  June. 


3  CFR 


7  CFR — Continued 


9  CFR 


Proclamations: 

4444  _ 22237 

4445  . 24101 

Executive  Orders  : 

April  26,  1859  (Revoked  in  part  by 

PLO  5585) . - _  22939 

July  21,  1871  (Revoked  in  part  by 

PLO  5585) _  22939 

11077  (Amended  by  EO  11922)  —  24573 
11490  (Amended  by  EO  11921) ....  24293 
11522  (Superseded  by  EO  11921)..  24293 
11556  (Superseded  in  part  by  EO 

11921)  . 24293 

11643  (Amended  by  EO  11917) ....  22239 
11649  (Amended  by  EO  11916) ....  22031 
11746  (Superseded  by  EO  11921).  24293 

11916  .  22031 

11917  . 22239 

11918  .  22329 

11919  . 23663 

11920  _ 23665 

11921  . 24293 

11922  . 24573 

11923  . 24689 

Memorandums: 

May  31,  1976 .  22331 

June  2, 1976 . 23179 

June  9,  1976 . 25879 


731 .  22550 

905 . 23184,  24575 

907  . 22333,  23389 

908  _  22550,  23697,  24109,  24576,  25994 

910  _  22826,  23697,  24697,  25881 

911  _  22827,  23698,  23929,  24697,  24698 

915. . — . 24977 

916_ .  22070,  24698 

917. .  22071,  23185,  24577 

932. . 22551 

944 . 23186,  24577 

953 .  22071 

1006- . — . —  24337 

1012. . 24337 

1013 . 24337 

1207 . 22072 

1250 _ _ _ 22923,  23930 

1260 _  25881 

1421. . 22334,  23930 

1434. . 24337 

1475 . 22551 

1807 _ 24109 

1822_ .  25885 

1823. . 25995 

1824— . 22255 

1831.  .  23390,  23698,  24699 

1832.  . 23390,  23699 

1871 . 23392,  24700 

1901 .  22256,  23186 

2006. . - .  22928 


4  CFR 


Proposed  Rules: 


400  . 22241 

402 .  24691 

410 .  22241 

414 . 22241 

5  CFR 

213 _  22549,  23667,  24107,  24692,  24975 

332 .  22549 

752. . . . .  22549,  23667 

771 . 22550 

1300 .  24682 

Proposed  Rules: 

890. .  22096 

1303. .  24610 

7  CFR 

0- . 24107 

1 .  22333 

2_ .  22333 

5_ .  22333 

26 . .  22826 

28. .  22923 

29 .  24575,  24692 

62— .  25987 

54__ .  23681,  24693 

70 .  23681,  24693 

210 - - -  22923,  23695 

246. .  22070 

250_ .  24694 

265 -  22070 

401  .  22251,  23387-23389 

402— .  22252 

650. .  24975 

656 .  23181 


25 _ 

35 _ 

51  _ 

52  . 

107 . 

260. . 

271 . 

411. . 

912. . 

914 . 

915. . 

916_ . 

917- . 

922— . 

923. . 

945. . 

958. . 

981 . 

984. . 

989. . 

1006 . 

1012 _ 

1013 . 

1099 _ 

1201 . 

1464 . 

1701 . 

1806. . 

1823— . 

8  CFR 

212_ . 

252 . 

Proposed  Rules: 
100 . 


_  24385 

.  24715 

.  22832 

.  26021 

.  24594 

_  23719 

_  23720 

.  24382 

22568,  24716 

_  22569 

_  22075 

.  23207 

22952,  25017 

. .  24716 

.  22278 

.  25017 

_  23408 

. .  22075 

. .  22084 

. .  22569 

. .  24382 

_  24382 

.  24382 

.  25909 

.  22579 

22580,  24894 
24137,  24717 

.  23410 

_  23718 


22556,  24338 
.  24700 

.  23718 


73 .  22556 

76 _ 22033.  23699 

78 _  22034,  24338 

92 _  24701 

94_ . 23699,  24701 

308 _ _ 23700 

314 . 23701 

318- _ _ 23701 

325 _ 22557,  22929,  23700 

354 . .  23702 

362— . 23714 

381 . - .  23700 

10  CFR 

Ch.  II— .  25886 

9 _ _ _ _  25997 

50_ .  23931 

205 . . .  22341 

210— .  24518,  24520 

211  .  24338,  24518,  24520 

212  .  24110,  24518,  24520 

213  . . . .  22341 

215 . . . . .  24521 

420 . . .  24410 

700 . 22036,  23212 

Proposed  Rules  : 

40 . 

210  . 24188 

211  _  22591,  24188 

212  _  22591,  22959,  24188,  24609 

215 . . .  22591 

420 . .  24410 

700— .  24724 

11  CFR 

Ch.  I_ .  23373 

Proposed  Rules: 

121 .  22912 

12  CFR 

203 _ _ _  23931 

221 _ _  23667 

225 _ _  22260 

271 . . .  22261 

329 . 24978 

335 . 25887,  25888 

544. . .  24978 

545 . .  24978 

571 .  24979 

Proposed  Rules: 

202 _  22592 

335 _ _  25032 

545 .  26031 

561 _  25035 

571 .  26031 

615 .  24914 

13  CFR 

301 .  23373 

307 _ _  23373 

Proposed  Rulbs: 

107 .  24915 

120  -  22103,  23731 

121  . . .  22847 
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14  CFR 

39 . . . .  22044-22050. 

22343.  22809,  23373-23375,  23939, 

23940,  24578,  24879,  24880,  25997- 

25999 

71 _ _  22050. 

22344,  22809,  23376,  24579-24581, 

24881,  24882 

75 . 24581 

91 . . — . 24582 

95 _ _ 25999 

97 _  22809,  23376,  24882,  26008 

298 . . 25889 

1213 . .  22930 

Proposed  Rules: 

25 _ * _ 24807 

39 _  22094, 

22842,  23419-23420,  23977,  24608, 

24902 

71 _  22095, 

22370,  22843-22845,  23421,  24608, 

24902,  26028 

73 . 22844 

75 _ 22095,  22845 


232 _ 

249 _ 

250— _ _ 

_  23978 

_  24903 

_  _  22280 

372a _ 

_  22096 

378b _ 

_  24903 

389 _ 

_  24903 

15  CFR 

376__ . 22931 

378 _ _ — . .  23668 

803 . 23606 

805 . 23392 

908 . 23394 

Proposed  Rules: 

270 _ 24391 


16  CFR 

13 . 22810, 

22811,  23377-23379,  24341,  24342, 
24582,  24583,  24979-24991 

1030 . 25890 

1207 _ 23186 

1500 . 22931 

1507 _ 22931 

1700 _  22261,  23187 

Proposed  Rules: 


451 _ 

454 _ 

_  24724 

_  _  22593 

455 

_  22847,  26032 

704 _ 

_  22099 

1605 _ 

_  22956 

18  CFR — Continued 

154 . 24995 

201— . 24995 

204— . — . .  24997 

Proposed  Ruleb: 

Ch.  I _  22591 


35 . . 

141 

——————  25914 

23723 

154 _ 

_  25914 

157 

_  22104 

250 . . 

. . . 22104 

803 _ 

. . .  22598 

19  CFR 

1 .  24702 

12. .  23398 

103 _ 22936 

159 . .  23669,  24702,  24703 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _  22952 

10 _ 22952 

111 _ 24889 

20  CFR 

200 .  22557 

260— _ 22558 

266— . 22558 

405 .  22502,  22560 

Proposed  Rules: 

405 _ 22835 

602- . —  25017 

901 . 22101,  25914 

21  CFR 

2- .  24262 

5 _ 24262 

• _  24262 

7_ . 24262 

53_ . 24342 

121 .  22267,  22812,  23940 

123 _  23379 

436 .  24704,  24883 

448 _ 24883 

452 _  24883 

510 _  22267 

520— . 24884,  24999 

522. . 24347,  24884 

546 . — .  23947 

558 _  22267 

Proposed  Rules: 


17  CFR 

230 _ 24701 

240  _  22820,  241114 

241  _ 23668 

249 . . . —  23983,  24701 

Proposed  Rules: 

150_ .  22547 

210— . 24727 

230 _  24729 

240 _  22595,  22847,  22959,  23423 

249 _ 23423 

275 _ 22101,  25917 


11— . — 

_  24896 

19 _ 

_ _  24603 

128d _ 

_  24897 

207 _ 

22835 

212  _  _  _ 

22202,  25911 

436.  . . 

_ _ _  24899 

23  CFR 

630 .  22812,  24347 

655 _  23380 

663 -  23380 

712 - 24347 

1204 .  23948 

1250 _  23948 

Proposed  Rules: 

640— .  23421 

1204 .  23422,  24070 

1910- .  24718 

24  CFR 

275 .  22276,  23302,  24704 

280— . 24968 

804— .  22814 

845 — .  23292 

891 -  25982 

899 .  22814 

1914 _  22277,  22949,  23949,  24584,  24585 

1915— . 23187 

1916  . . 22814,  22815 

1917  .  22950,  22951,  23382-23384 

1920 _  22036-22039,  24347-24349 

2700 _  23298 

3282— .  24969,  24971 

3500- . 22580,  22702,  23673 

Proposed  Rules: 

10 -  22583 

250 _  22682 

260 - 24678 

1917 _  22279, 

22365-22369,  22835-22840,  22954, 
22955,  23207,  23417-23418,  24137- 
24153, 24394-24410 

25  CFR 

221 .  22560 

252 _ 22936 

Proposed  Rules  : 

41_ . 26021 

43h_ . 22566,  25911 

26  CFR 

1 _  22267,  22561,  23669 

301 _ 22561 

601 _ 24704 


Proposed  Rules: 
1- . 


500 _ 25911 

701 _ 24899 

1050 .  23973 

22  CFR 

41 .  22560 

Proposed  Rules: 

901  _  22828 

902  _ 22829 

903  _  22829 


1 .  24357,  24889 

27  CFR 

18 _  23399 

275_ .  23950 

Proposed  Rules: 

5 .  23971 

28  CFR 

0 .  22815,  23198 

2 _ 22344 

4 _ 24349 

4a . 24349 

Proposed  Rules: 

16 _  23206 


18  CFR 

W* - - - — . 

905 _ 

_  _  22829 

101 . 

104 

_  _ J _ 24993 

24994 

906  _ 

907  _ 

_  22830 

. .  22830 

141 . 

. . 24992 

908 . . 

_  22831 

29  CFR 

97 .  24120 

697 . 24121 

1910 _ 24272 

1928 _  22267,  22561 

1952— .  22561,  23670-23672 

2509 . 24999 
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29  CFR — Continued 


38  CFR 


43  CFR 


Proposed  Rules  : 


570  -  .  - 

_ _ _  25020 

19m 

_  22953. 

23721, 

24718,  25019,  26029 

1915 _ 

_  23721 

1916 _ 

_  23721 

1926 _ 

_  .  23721 

1960 _ 

_ 23722 

1952 _ 

.  22580,  24154,  25019 

2200 _ 

_  24724 

2602 _ 

. „  23212,  23731 

30  CFR 

55 _ 

_  23612 

56 _ 

_  23613 

57-_  -_  _ 

_  23615 

75 _ 

_ 23199 

250 

_  25891 

251 _ 

_  25891 

Proposed  Rules: 

832 . — 

_  23971 

32  CFR 

Ch.  1 _ 

_  24122 

736  _ _ 

_  26008 

770 _ _ 

_ _  22344 

1286 _ 

_  25897 

2000 _ 

_  22268 

1  . 24705 

2  _  24709 

Proposed  Rules: 

S__ . 22103 

39  CFR 

111 . *  22039 

232 . 23955 

243 _  23955 

257 . 23955 

266 .  24709 

Proposed  Rules: 

111 .  22375,  24725 

40  CFR 

51„ .  24709 

52 . 22349, 

22351,  22816.  23200,  23716,  24585, 
24586, 24885,  25898,  25899 

60  .  24124,  24885 

61  .  24885 

120 . 25000 

124 — .  24709 

125 .  24709 

180 . 22937, 

23384-23366,  23716,  24885,  25001 

422. . 25974 

436 . . 23552 


32A  CFR 


Ch.  1 .  22562 

Ch.  VI . 22562 

Ch.  VII _ 22562 

Ch.  Vm_ .  22562 

Ch.  XV _ 22562 

Ch.  XVm . 22562 

Ch.  XIX . . 22563 


Proposed  Rules  : 


35 .  25912 

52 .  22845,  23208,  24913 

55 _ 23979,  23980,  25025-25028 

60 . 23060 

129. . .  23576,  24410 

180 . . . . 22113,  25913 

436 _  23561 


18 _ - .  22563 

2900 _ 22939,  22940 

8200 . 23386 

Public  Land  Orders: 

3520 _  22051 

5499 _ 23672 

5568 _ 24588 

5585 _  22939 

5588 _ 23672 

5587  _ 23672 

5588  . 24588 

Proposed  Rules: 

3520 . 23206 

9230- . 23206 

45  CFR 

99 . . 24662 

121k - 24125 

123  _ _ 23860 

124  _  24886 

190 _ 23874 

205 _ 23387 

248  _ 22055 

249  - 22055 

250  _ 22055. 23673 

1607  _  25899 

1608  _ 25900 

1610 _ 25901 

Proposed  Rules: 

248  . 24604 

249  -  24717 

1611 . 23727 

1613  _ 23728 

1614  . 23729 

1615  . 23730 

1616  . 23730 


33  CFR 


41  CFR 


46  CFR 


82. . 

84. . 

117 . 

127 . 

173 . 

174. . 

175 . . 

207 _ 

273- . 

401 _ J _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  I _ 

110. . 

117__ . 

183 _ ._ 

35  CFR 

5 . - . — 

36  CFR 

7_ . 

200 . 

221 _ _ 

Proposed  Rules: 

5__ . 

7 _ _ _ 

1150. . 

37  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 
1 _ 

3  _ 

4  . 


.  23400 

. . 23400 

23400,  24585,  26009 

.  22346 

.  23400 

.  23400 

_  23951 

—  24123,  24350 

_ _  22346 

.  22563 


.  24604 

23419,  24901 
23977,  26026 
_  26027 


26148 


23958,  24123 

.  24350 

.  22815 


24892 

24718 

23598 


24895 

24895 

24895 


1-7 . 

1-12— . . 

3-3— . 

3- 26— . 

4- 1 _ 

14-3_ . 

101-25 . 

101-32— . 

101-35 . 

101-38 _ 

101-42- . 

101-43 . . 

101-44 _ 

101-45 _ 

101-46 . 

101-47 _ 

114-25 _ _ 

114-27 . 

114-38 . 

114-39 . 

114-41 . 

114-46 . . 

Proposed  Rules  : 

8-7 . 

8-18 . 


.  22816 

_  22817 

_  22351 

.  22040 

.  26009 

.  24586 

.  25899 

_  23203 

_  22938 

_  22938 

_  22268 

.  22268 

. .  22271 

_  22273 

.  22273 

_  22354 

_  24124 

_  24124 

24124,  24587 

.  24124 

_  24125 

.  24125 


22599 

22599 


42  CFR 


51 . 23852 

51c - 23852 

54b . 26010 

122 _  23386 

123_ .  22524 


105 .  23401 

111 . 26013 

148 . 23401 

391 - 23960 

536 - 24712 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 . . . 26126 

2. . 26126 

24 . 26126 

30  . —  26126 

31  . 26126 

32  - 26126 

33  -  22840 

39 .  26126 


40 _ 

_  26126 

42 _ 

_ _  26126 

70 _ 

_ _ 26126 

75  _  _ 

-  22840 

90 _ 

_  _  _  26126 

94 _ 

9.9.Rdn 

98-  _ 

-  26126 

110 _ 

—  -  _  26126 

151 _ 

_ _  _  26126 

153 _ 

-  26126 

160 _ 

-  22840 

192 _ 

99R40 

206 _ 

_  22094 

207 _ 

. —  22094 

502— . .  24724 


47  CFR 


0 . .  22563,  26014 

1 . 22817,  25002 
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47  CFR — Continued 


49  CFR 


49  CFR — Continued 


2 . 22563,  25902  1— 

43 . 24886  10_. 

63 . —  22274  25__ 

73  _  22055,  171. 

22940,  23673-23675,  23955-23956,  172. 

24127,  24131,  24352,  24353,  24712,  173. 

25003, 25906  174. 

74  . 23957,  25905  175- 

76 _ _ —  22274,  23678,  25003  176. 

81 . — . 22059,  22066  177. 

83 _ 22877,  25009  192. 

87 _ 22066,  22944  195- 

94 _  22274  301. 

97 _ —  25013  310'. 

385. 


Proposed  Rules: 


2..  22370,  23723,  24155,  24719,  24914  389 


13 . 24155  571_. 

15 _ 22280,  23723,  24719,  25032  575.. 

18 .  24719  802_. 

73__  22281, 23209, 24186-24188,  24719  1000. 

76 . 23210  1005 

78 .  22096,  23210  1033 

81 . 24155  1062 

83 . 24155,  24719,  24914  H24 

87 _ _ _ 22370,  23723  1307. 


. .  25015 

. . 22564,  24822 

. 24588 

_ _ 26014 

. .  26014 

_  26014 

_ 26014 

_  26014 

_  26014 

. .  26014 

_  23679, 26016 

. .  26016 

_ 22355 

_  23957 

. 22355 

_ _ 22355 

. .  22356 

_  22356,  24592,  24886 

_ 24592 

_ 22357 

. . .  26018 

. . 25906 

22067, 22274, 22564,  22819 

_  22275 

_ _  22944,  24887 

_  22067,  24713 


89. 

91. 

93. 

97 


22096  ProposedRules: 

22096  258 _ 

23723  260 _ 


22222,  23423 
22228,  23423 


Proposed  Rules — Continued 


391 . 22584 

393 _  24608 

571 _  24070,  24718 

1109 . 24192  , 

1201 _ 23172 


50  CFR 


17 _  22041,  24062.  26019 

26 _ 22361 

28 _ 22565 

33 _  23204,  23958 

216 _  22565,  23204,  23680 

225. . 24354 

245 _  23680 

260 _ _ _ 22818,  25015 

280. . 24888 

285 _ 22818 

295_ _ 26019 


Proposed  Rules: 


13  . 22916 

14  _  22831 

17 _ 22073, 

22916,  23406, 24367. 24378, 24524 

33 . 22568 

216-.. _ _  22580,  24398 

228.  24380 
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Pages  Date 

22031-22236 _ June  1 

22237-22327. .  2 

22329-22547 .  3 

22549-22807 . 4 

22809-22922. .  7 

22923-23177 _  8 

23179-23371 . -  9 

23373-23662 _  10 
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rules  one!  regulations 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  In  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  I— AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 
SERVICE  (STANDARDS,  INSPECTIONS, 
MARKETING  PRACTICES),  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  52— PROCESSED  FRUITS  AND 
VEGETABLES,  PROCESSED  PRODUCTS 
THEREOF,  AND  CERTAIN  OTHER  PROC¬ 
ESSED  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

Standards  for  Grades  of  Canned 
Sweetpotatoes 

During  the  period  of  February  2,  1973 
to  October  20,  1975,  two  notices  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (38  FR  3195  and  40 
FR  48949)  regarding  a  revision  of  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Sweetpotatoes. 

After  careful  consideration  of  all 
written  data,  comments,  views  and  argu¬ 
ments  received  in  response  to  the  pro¬ 
posals  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notices, 
the  United  States  Standards  for  Grades 
of  Canned  Sweetpotatoes  are  hereby  re¬ 
vised,  pursuant  to  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act  of  1946  (Sec.  205,  60  Stat. 
1090,  as  amended  7  U.S.C.  1624). 

Note. — Compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
these  standards  shall  not  excuse  failure  to 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  or  with  ap¬ 
plicable  State  laws  and  regulations. 

Statement  op  Consideration  Leading  to 
the  Revision 

Two  notices  of  proposed  rulemaking 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
during  the  period  from  February  2,  1973 
to  October  20,  1975  proposing  changes 
to  the  United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Sweetpotatoes,  which 
have  been  in  effect  since  July  9,  1951. 

The  proposals  were  initiated  at  the 
urging  and  concurrence  of  the  sweetpo- 
tato  canning  Industry  and  on  the  initia¬ 
tive  of  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture.  These  proposals  incorporate 
and  reflect  a  number  of  significant 
changes  in  the  preparation,  processing 
and  marketing  of  canned  sweetpotatoes 
since  1951. 

To  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
of  February  2,  1973,  interested  persons 
were  given  until  May  1,  1973  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments.  There 
were  24  responses  to  said  nqtice,  princi¬ 
pal  of  which  were  a  number  of  objec¬ 
tions  from  canners  of  sweetpotatoes  re¬ 
garding  the  recommended  minimum 
drained  weights  that  were  proposed.  In 
response  thereto,  the  Department  con¬ 
ducted  a  further  study  of  the  drained 
weight  of  different  can  sizes  of  sweet¬ 
potatoes  during  the  1973  packing  season. 

An  analysis  of  that  study  was  made; 
the  results  of  which  were  reflected  in 


the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  pub¬ 
lished  on  October  20,  1975.  Adjusted  rec¬ 
ommended  minimum  drained  weights — 
both  for  an  entire  sample  and  for  in¬ 
dividual  containers — were  set  forth. 
Also,  a  procedure  for  the  determination 
of  fill  weights — as  an  optional  supple¬ 
ment  to,  or  in  lieu  of,  drained  weights — 
was  set  forth  and  the  applicable  limits 
for  such  fill  weights  were  provided. 

In  addition,  the  second  notice,  pub¬ 
lished  October  20,  1975,  included  a  num¬ 
ber  of  revisions  or  modifications  that 
were  made  as  a  result  of  the  comments 
to  the  first  notice,  published  February  2, 
1973. 

Four  letters  were  received  in  response 
to  the  second  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making.  Brief  summaries  of  the  com¬ 
ments  received,  along  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  views  and  comments  thereto  and 
the  reasons  for  such  responses  follow. 

One  processor  stated  that  "*  *  •  the 
proposed  scoring  of  the  consistency  or 
firmness  is  not  a  correct  measurement 
for  the  overall  quality  of  solid-pack 
sweetpotatoes.  We  are  of  the  opinion  that 
the  consistency  should  be  comparable  to 
the  one  of  Tomato  Paste.  In  this  case,  the 
consistency  could  be  measured  by  means 
of  a  viscosity  meter.” 

Response:  The  Department  acknowl¬ 
edges  that  the  consistencies  of  solid-pack 
sweetpotatoes  may  vary.  The  reasons  for 
the  differences  are  several;  among  them 
are  varieties,  age  of  the  sweetpotatoes 
(“fresh  dug”  as  opposed  to  "cured”)  and 
methods  of  processing.  Reviews  of  con¬ 
sumer  acceptance  indicate  preferences 
for  solid-pack  sweetpotatoes  which  are 
neither  too  firm  (thick)  nor  too  soft 
(thin). 

In  the  absence  of  stated  or  preferred 
objective  parameters  and  a  methodology 
of  measurement  of  consistency  in  solid 
pack  sweetpotatoes,  the  Department  feels 
that  both  processors  and  consumers 
would  be  best  served  by  evaluating  con¬ 
sistency  of  solid  pack  sweetpotatoes  by 
using  the  somewhat  more  general  and 
subjective  provisions  set  forth  in  the  sec¬ 
ond  notice. 

A  second  submittal  suggested  reduc¬ 
tions  of  some  of  the  recommended  mini¬ 
mum  drained  weights. 

Response:  A  re-review  of  the  data 
from  the  USDA  fill  and  drained  weight 
study  conducted  during  the  1973  packing 
season,  along  with  submitted  supple¬ 
mental  data,  indicated  and  Justified  only 
two  changes  from  the  fill  or  drained 
weights  limits  proposed  in  the  second 
notice.  They  were  a  reduction  in  the 
recommended  average  minimum  drained 
weight  for  No.  2  squat  (vacuum  pack) 
cans  from  18.5  to  17.5  ounces  and  an 
average  fill  weight  value  for  No.  10  cans 
of  solid-pack  sweetpotatoes  from  110.4 


to  109.0  ounces.  These  changes  have  been 
made  and  are  included  in  these  revised 
standards. 

A  third  comment  requested  a  reduction 
of  the  recommended  minimum  drained 
weights  for  the  No.  10  container  size  of. 
sweetpotatoes  in  a  liquid  packing  medi¬ 
um  and  for  No.  3  squat  containers 
(vacuum  pack)  of  sweetpotatoes.  Also, 
the  need  for  a  “waiting  period”  of  15 
days  after  canned  before  determining 
drained  weight  was  questioned. 

Response:  The  Department’s  action 
concerning  the  recommended  minimum 
drained  weights  for  No.  3  squat  (vacuum 
pack)  containers  is  described  in  preced¬ 
ing  paragraphs.  Analyses  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  data — both  fill  and  drained 
weights  for  canned  sweetpotatoes— con¬ 
firm  that  the  proposed  limits  for  the  re¬ 
maining  can  sizes  and  styles  were  both 
attainable  and  practical  and  reflected 
adequately  controlled  processing  capa¬ 
bilities. 

Such  analyses  also  confirmed  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  drained  weight  of  canned 
sweetpotatoes  in  a  sweetened  packing 
medium  from  the  period  Immediately 
after  cooking  until  the  product  has  real¬ 
ized  complete  equalization.  The  appar¬ 
ent  “pick-up”  in  drained  weight  for  such 
products  is  a  natural-occurring  inter¬ 
change  for  many  canned  foods.  The 
period  of  equalization  may  vary  but  15 
days  is  often  considered  minimal.  The 
amount  of  “pick-up”  (increase  in  the 
drained  weight)  is  dependent  on  several 
factors:  kind  and  style  of  product,  de¬ 
gree  of  sweetness  of  the  packing  medium 
and  of  the  foodstuff,  and  length  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  storage. 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
also  recognizes  the  "characteristics  of 
equalization”  in  canned  foods  and  pro¬ 
vides  for  its  application  in  determining 
conformance  or  nonconformance  to 
mandatory  Food  and  Drug  requirements. 

Therefore,  the  recommended  minimum 
drained  weights  as  proposed  are  based 
on  products  that  have  been  allowed  to 
equalize  for  at  least  15  days. 

A  fourth  comment  concerned  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  (1)  that  the  recommended  min¬ 
imum  drained  weight  for  No.  3  squat 
(vacuum  pack)  containers  was  too 
high;  (2)  that  the  provisions  for  the 
factor  of  uniformity  of  size  should  be 
liberalized  and  that  the  limiting  rules 
for  this  factor  should  be  eliminated; 
(3)  questioned  whether  it  was  in  the 
best  interest  of  the  consumer,  distribu¬ 
tor,  or  packer  that  more  emphasis  has 
been  put  on  color  of  the  sweetpotatoes 
and  taken  away  from  the  factor  which 
scores  defects;  and  (4)  was  concerned 
that  the  total  score  for  Grade  A  classifi¬ 
cation  had  been  raised  from  85  to  90 
points. 
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Response:  The  issue  involving  the 
drained  weight  for  No.  3  squat  (vacuum 
pack)  containers  has  been  expressed 
elsewhere  in  this  statement. 

Consumers,  principally  among  volume 
users  such  as  in  schools,  hospitals,  insti¬ 
tutions,  Veterans  Administration  and  the 
military  forces,  expressed  the  desirability 
of  a  factor  of  uniformity  of  size  for 
canned  sweetpotatoes.  The  reasons  for 
inclusion  of  the  factor  are  principally 
those  of  portion  control,  menu  prepara¬ 
tion,  visual  impact,  and  to  minimize  pos¬ 
sible  variations  in  texture  characteristics 
when  large  units  and  small  units  are 
processed  together  in  the  same  con¬ 
tainer. 

This  factor  was  substantially  liberal¬ 
ized  in  the  second  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking.  All  “limiting  rules”  for  the 
factor  of  uniformity  of  size  have  been 
eliminated.  A  “partial  limiting  rule”  is 
provided  which  limits  a  can  of  sweet- 
potatoes  to  no  higher  than  U.S.  Grade  B 
when  the  weight  ratio  between  the  larg¬ 
est  and  second  smallest  intact  units  ex¬ 
ceeds  4:1.  The  Department  believes  that 
any  more  liberal  application  of  the  factor 
of  uniformity  of  size  would  be  aestheti¬ 
cally  objectionable  and  would  be  ineffec¬ 
tive  in  achieving  the  reasons  for  the 
inclusion  of  this  factor  in  the  grade 
standards.  Therefore,  the  evaluation  of 
the  factor  of  uniformity  of  size  is  re¬ 
tained  as  proposed. 

A  realignment  and  restructuring  of 
the  scoring  system  was  necessary  to 
allow  a  10  point  range  in  each  grade. 
Such  realignment  was  facilitated  by 
giving  equal  emphasis  to  the  factors  of 
color  and  defects.  The  scoring  breakdown 
for  each  of  these  factors  is  identical, 
thereby  making  application  easier  to 
remember.  Limiting  rules  apply  to  the 
factors  of  color,  defects,  and  character. 
In  these  instances,  a  reallocation  of  more 
“score  points”  for  one  factor  than 
another  does  not  constitute  any  added 
emphasis  of  one  factor  over  another. 

The  restructuring  of  allotted  score 
points  does  not  alter  previous  quality 
levels  but  does  make  it  possible  to  have 
90  points  as  the  minimum  cumulative 
score  for  a  U.S.  Grade  A  product;  80 
points  for  U.S.  Grade  B  and  so  on.  Such 
realignment  conforms  with  the  current 
practice  in  most  U.S.  grade  standards 
for  processed  fruits  and  vegetables. 
Therefore,  the  restructuring  of  the  scor¬ 
ing  system  is  retained  as  proposed  in  the 
second  notice. 

The  following  additions,  changes,  or 
modifications,  which  are  primarily  edi¬ 
torial  in  nature  or  which  provide  clarifi¬ 
cation  or  uniformity  of  interpretation  of 
certain  sections,  have  been  made  from 
the  second  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making. 

(1)  Metric  equivalents  to  the  English 
(avoirdupois)  system  have  been  pro¬ 
vided; 

(2)  A  definition  of  the  term  “vacuum 
pack”  as  used  for  canned  sweetpotatoes; 

(3)  The  drained  weight  for  containers 
having  a  water  capacity  of  1.5  kilograms 
or  less  Is  determined  on  a  specified  8 
loch  draining  sieve  and  on  a  12  Inch 


draining  sieve  for  larger  containers.  In 
the  second  notice,  a  No.  3  can  was  speci¬ 
fied  as  the  container  size  in  determining 
which  draining  sieve  to  use  to  determine 
drained  weight.  This  change  is  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  latest  Pood  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  Codex  Alimentarius 
proposals ; 

(4)  In  classifying  the  style  of  sweet¬ 
potatoes,  the  style  of  “cut,”  “cuts,”  or 
“pieces”  may  include  the  style(s)  of 
“whole,”  “halved,”  “sections,”  or  “cuts” 
in  any  proportions;  and 

(5)  The  table  that  sets  forth  the  al¬ 
lowances  for  classification  of  character 
in  canned  sweetpotatoes  now  includes 
the  allowances  permitted  for  each  grade 
for  both  sample  units  (individual  con¬ 
tainers)  and  sample  average  (the  aver¬ 
age  of  all  of  the  sample  units  combined) . 

These  changes  will  not  alter  in  any 
way  the  quality  levels  for  the  various 
grade  classification  as  proposed. 

These  revised  standards  adopt  the  fol¬ 
lowing  changes  from  the  previous  stand¬ 
ards  that  have  been  in  effect  since  1951 : 

( 1 )  A  procedure  for  the  determination 
of  fill  weights — as  an  optional  supple¬ 
ment  to,  or  in  lieu  of,  drained  weights — 
is  set  forth  and  the  applicable  limits  for 
such  fill  weights  are  provided; 

(2)  A  new  style  designated  as  “sec¬ 
tions”  is  included  and  defined; 

(3)  Prerequisites  of  “good  flavor  and 
odor”  and  “reasonably  good  flavor  and 
odor”  are  set  forth  for  U.S.  Grade  A 
and  U.S.  Grade  B  respectively; 

(4)  The  allowances  for  size  and  shape 
variation  are  presented  in  tabular  form 
and  the  limiting  rules  which  apply 
thereto  are  modified; 

(5)  The  factor  of  consistency  applies 
to  “solid-pack”  sweetpotatoes.  A  defi¬ 
nition  for  the  term  “solid-pack”  is  pro¬ 
vided; 

(6)  New  and  revised  definitions  of  de¬ 
fects  and  character  are  included  and  the 
alowances — both  for  sample  units  and 
sample  average — for  each  grade  are  set 
forth  in  tabular  form; 

(7)  The  criteria  for  color(s)  and 
style  (s)  classifications  of  individual 
sample  units  and  of  a  lot  are  set  forth; 

(8)  U.S.  Grade  B,  rather  than  U.S. 
Grade  C,  is  established  as  the  level  of 
quality  below  U.S.  Grade  A.  This  re¬ 
alignment  conforms  with  the  current 
practice  in  most  U.S.  grade  standards 
for  processed  fruits  and  vegetables  and 
does  not  alter  the  quality  levels  be¬ 
tween  the  various  grades;  and 

(9)  The  terms  “U.S.  Fancy”  and  “U.S. 
Extra  Standard”  as  alternative  terms  to 
U.S.  Grade  A  and  U.S.  Grade  B,  re¬ 
spectively,  are  deleted.  Letters  and 
studies  have  indicated  consumer  prefer¬ 
ences  for  single  letter  designations  to 
Indicate  different  levels  of  quality  and 
the  letter  "A”  most  clearly  and  easily 
Identified  a  product  as  being  of  the  best 
or  superior  quality;  the  letter  “B”  im¬ 
plied  the  next  best  quality,  and  so  on. 

Therefore,  in  recognition  of  this  pref¬ 
erence  and  in  the  interest  of  clarity  and 
understanding,  these  somewhat  confus¬ 
ing  alternative  terms  of  “U.S.  Fancy” 
and  “U.S.  Extra  Standard”  are  deleted, 


The  revised  standards  are  as  follows: 

Subpart — United  States  Standards  for  Grades 
^  of  Canned  Sweetpotatoes 

52.2041  Identity. 

52.2042  Colors. 

52.2043  Styles. 

52.2044  Types  of  packs. 

52.2045  Grades. 

52.2046  Recommended  designations  of  liq¬ 

uid  media  and  Brlx  measurement. 

52.2047  Recommended  All  of  container. 

52.2048  Recommended  minimum  drained 

weights. 

52.2049  Recommended  All  weights. 

52.2050  Determining  the  grade  of  a  sample 

unit. 

52.2051  Determining  the  rating  for  the  fac¬ 

tors  which  are  scored. 

52.2052  Color. 

52.2053  Uniformity  of  size  and  shape. 

52.2054  Consistency — “Solid-pack"  only. 

52.2055  Defects. 

52.2056  Character. 

52.2057  Determining  the  grade  of  a  lot. 

52.2058  Designating  the  color  classiAca- 

tion(s)  of  sample  units  and  of 
a  lot. 

52.2059  Determining  the  style(s)  of  sample 

units  and  of  a  lot. 

52.2060  Score  sheet.  „ 

Subpart — United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Sweetpotatoes 

Authority:  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of 
1946,  Sec.  205,  60  Stat.  1090,  as  amended,  7 
U.S.C.  1624. 

§  52.2041  Identity. 

Canned  sweetpotatoes  is  the  product 
represented  to  be  as  defined  in  the  Defi¬ 
nitions  and  Standards  of  Identity  for 
Canned  Vegetables  (21  CFR  51.990), 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Food. 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act.  For  the  purposes 
of  this  subpart,  canned  sweetpotatoes 
include  the  product  to  which  permitted 
optional  flavorings,  spices,  artificial 
sweeteners,  or  garnish  ingredients  (such 
as  pineapple,  orange,  or  apple  compo¬ 
nents)  may  be  added.  Artificial  color¬ 
ings  shall  not  be  added  to  canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes. 

§'52.2042  Colors.  (See  §  52.2058) 

(a)  Golden. 

(b)  Yellow.  y 

(c)  Mixed.  A  combination  of  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  colors  in  any  proportions  in 
a  sample  unit. 

§  52.2043  Styles.  (See  §  52.2059) 

(a)  “Whole”  means  that  the  canned 
sweetpotatoes  have  the  appearance  of 
being  essentially  whole,  irrespective  of 
size. 

(b)  “Halves”  or  “Halved”  means 
canned  sweetpotatoes  that  have  been  cut 
longitudinally  into  approximate  halves. 

(c)  “Sections”  means  canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  that  have  been  cut  transversely 
into  approximate  cylindrical  units  2 
Inches  (5.1  cm)  or  more  in  length  and 
the  length  to  diameter  ratio  is  not  less 
than  1.5  to  1. 

(d)  “Pieces,”  “Cuts,”  or  “Cut”  means 
canned  sweetpotatoes  that  have  been 
cut  into: 

(1)  Portions  of  random  size  and/or 
shape; 

(2)  Approximate  single  or  double  cube¬ 
shaped  units;  or 
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(3)  Any  other  form  not  otherwise  de¬ 
fined  in  this  section. 

(e)  Any  combination  of  two  or  more 
of  the  foregoing  styles  constitutes  a  style 
and  shall  be  considered  a  mixture  of  the 
individual  styles  that  comprise  the 
combination. 

(f)  “Mashed”  means  canned  sweetpo- 
tatoes  that  are  wholly  comminuted  or 
pureed. 

§  52.2044  Types  of  packs. 

(a)  Canned  sweetpotatoes  of  the 
style (s)  other  than  “mashed”  described 
in  8  52.2043  may  be  processed  as  one  of 
the  following  types  of  packs: 

(1)  Regular  pack,  to  which  a  liquid 
packing  medium  is  added. 

(2)  Vacuum  pack,  to  which  no  packing 
medium  is  added  and  is  so  processed  that 
the  container  is  closed  under  conditions 
creating  a  high  vacuum  in  the  container. 

(b)  Canned  sweetpotatoes  .  of  the 
“mashed”  style  described  in  8  52.2043  are 
processed  as: 

(1)  Solid-pack,  to  which  no  packing 
medium  is  added. 

§  52.2045  Grades. 

(a)  “U.S.  Grade  A”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  sweetpotatoes  that  has  at  least 
the  following  attributes: 

(1)  Good  color: 

(2)  Reasonably  uniform  size  and 
shape  of  the  units  in  the  regular  pack  or 
vacuum  pack  types ; 

(3)  Good  consistency  in  the  solid-pack 
type; 

(4)  Practically  free  from  defects; 

(5)  Good  character; 

(6)  Good  flavor  and  odor;  and 

(7)  Scores  not  less  than  90  points 
when  scored  in  accordance  with  the  scor¬ 
ing  system  outlined  in  this  subpart. 

(b)  “U.S.  Grade  B”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  sweetpotatoes  that  has  at  least 
the  following  attributes ; 

(1)  Reasonably  good  color; 

(2)  May  possess  considerable  varia¬ 
tion  of  size  and  shape  of  the  units  in  the 
regular  pack  or  vacuum  pack  types ; 

(3)  Reasonably  good  consistency  in  the 
solid-pack  type; 

(4)  Reasonably  free  from  defects; 

(5)  Reasonably  good  character; 

(6)  Reasonably  good  flavor  and  odor; 
and 

(7)  Scores  not  less  than  80  points  when 
scored  in  accordance  with  the  scoring 
system  outlined  in  this  subpart. 

(c)  “Substandard”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  sweetpotatoes  that  fails  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  “U.S.  Grade  B.” 

§  52.2046  Recommended  designations 
of  liquid  media  and  Brix  measure¬ 
ments. 

(a)  Brix  measurement  requirements 
for  liquid  media  in  canned  sweetpotatoes 
are  not  incorporated  in  the  grades  of  the 
finished  product  since  sirup  or  any  other 
liquid  medium,  as  such,  is  not  a  factor 
of  quality  for  the  purposes  of  these 
grades. 

(b)  Brix  measurements  as  referenced 
in  this  subpart  means  the  degree  of  Brix 
of  the  liquid  media  of  the  equalized  prod¬ 
uct.  The  recommended  designations  of 
liquid  packing  media  and  Brix  measure¬ 
ments,  where  applicable,  are  as  follows: 
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•S 

Recommended  Brix 

designation:  measurement 

Extra  heavy  sirup...  30  degrees  or 

more. 

Heavy  sirup _ _  26  degrees  or 

more,  but  less 
than  30  de¬ 
grees. 

Light  sirup _ _  18  degrees  or 

more,  but  less 

than  25  de¬ 

grees. 

In  water _  Not  applicable. 

Artificially  sweet-  Do. 
ened. 

(c)  ITie  respective  density  of  the  pack¬ 
ing  media  is  measured  on  the  refractom- 
eter  or  any  other  procedure  which  pro¬ 
vides  equivalent  results,  expressed  as  per¬ 
cent  by  weight  sucrose  (“degrees  Brix”) 
with  correction  for  temperature  to  the 
equivalent  of  20  degrees  Centigrade  (68 
degrees  Fahrenheit)  but  without  correc¬ 
tion  for  invert  sugar  or  other  substances. 

(1)  The  “Brix”  measurement  may  be 
made  on  the  packing  media  only  if  the 
sweetpotatoes  have  been  canned  for  15 
or  more  days  and  shall  be  considered  as 
the  “degree  of  Brix”  of  the  liquid  media 
of  the  equalized  product. 

(2)  Any  “Brix”  measurement  made  on 
a  blended  homogenized  slurry  of  the 
comminuted  entire  contents  of  the  con¬ 
tainer  shall  be  considered  as  the  “degree 
of  Brix”  of  the  liquid  media  of  the  equal¬ 
ized  product. 

§  52.2047  Recommended  fill  of  con¬ 
tainer. 

The  recommended  fill  of  container  is 
not  incorporated  in  the  grades  of  the  fin¬ 
ished  product  since  fill  of  container,  as 
such,  is  not  a  factor  of  quality  for  the 
purposes  of  these  grades.  It  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  each  container  of  canned 
sweetpotatoes  be  filled  with  sweetpota¬ 
toes  as  full  as  practicable  without  im¬ 
pairment  of  quality. 

§  52.2048  Recommended  minimum 
drained  weight. 

(a)  General.  (1)  The  drained  weight 
recommendations  are  given  in  Table  I. 
They  are  not  incorporated  in  the  grades 
of  the  finished  product  since  drained 
weight,  as  such,  is  not  a  factor  of  quality 
for  the  purposes  of  these  grades. 

(2)  The  recommended  minimum 
drained  weights  are  based  on  the  weight 
of  the  sweetpotatoes  and  other  permitted 
garnish  ingredients,  if  added,  after  the 
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canned  product  has  been  allowed  to 
equalize  for  15  or  more  days  after  the 
product  has  been  canned. 

(b)  Method  for  determining  drained 
weight.  (1)  The  drained  weight  of  canned 
sweetpotatoes  is  determined  by  emptying 
the  sample  unit  upon  a  UJB.  Standard  No. 
8  circular  sieve  (or  equivalent)  of  proper 
diameter  containing  8  meshes  to  the  inch 
(0.0937-inch,  ±3  percent,  square  open¬ 
ings)  so  as  to  distribute  the  product 
evenly.  Without  shifting  the  product,  in¬ 
cline  the  sieve  to  a  17  to  20  degree  angle 
to  facilitate  drainage  and  allow  to  drain 
for  two  (2)  minutes. 

(2)  The  drained  weight  is  the  weight  of 
the  sieve  and  sweetpotatoes  less  the 
weight  of  the  dry  sieve.  A  sieve  8  inches 
(20.3  centimeters)  in  diameter  (or  ap¬ 
proximate  equivalent)  is  used  for  con¬ 
tainers  having  water  capacities  of  1.5 
kilograms  (3.3  pounds)  or  less,  and  a 
sieve  12  inches  (30.5  centimeters)  in  di¬ 
ameter  (or  approximate  equivalent)  is 
used  for  containers  having  water  capac¬ 
ities  greater  than  1.5  kilograms  (3.3 
pounds) .  The  temperature  of  the  packing 
medium  at  time  of  drained  weight  deter¬ 
mination  shall  be  20°  Celsius  ±  10  de¬ 
grees  (68*  Fahrenheit  ±18  degrees). 

(3)  Water  capacity  of  a  container 
means  the  maximum  weight  of  distilled 
water  at  20*  Celsius  (68  degrees  Fahren¬ 
heit)  that  the  sealed  container  will  hold. 

(c)  Compliance  with  recommended 
minimum  drained  weights.  Compliance 
with  the  recommended  minimum  weights 
in  Table  I  is  determined  by  averaging  the 
drained  weights  from  all  sample  units  in 
the  sample  which  represent  a  specific  lot. 
Such  lot  is  considered  as  meeting  the  rec¬ 
ommended  minimum  drained  weight  if 
the  following  criteria  are  met: 

(1)  the  sample  average  (average  of  all 
the  sample  units  in  the  sample)  meets 
the  recommended  minimum  drained 
weight  (designated  as  “Xd"  In  Table  I) : 
and 

(2)  the  number  of  sample  units  which 
fail  to  meet  the  recommended  minimum 
drained  weight  for  individuals  (desig¬ 
nated  as  “LL”  in  Table  I)  does  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  applicable  acceptance  number 

(c)  specified  in  the  sample  plan  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Regulations  Governing  In¬ 
spection  and  Certification  of  Processed 
Fruits  and  Vegetables  and  Related  Prod¬ 
ucts. 


Table  I. — Recommended  minimum  drained  weights  for  canned  sweetpotatoes 
[English  (avoirdupois)  weights] 


Container  Regular  pack  Vacuum  pack 

Container  designations  dimensions  - — —  - — — 

LL 1  Xd*  LL  *  Xd» 


8Z  tall . 

No.  2  squat... 

No.  303 . 

No.  2 . 

No.  8  squat... 

No.  2H . 

No.  2*6  tall... 
No.  3  cylinder 
No.  10 . 


i  LL=the  minimum  drained  weight  for  individual  sample  units. 

*  Xd=the  minimum  average  drained  weights  from  all  the  sample  units  in  the  sample. 


211X304 

4.9 

5.3 

307X300 

7.7 

8.4 

303  X406 

9.7 

10.5 

307X400 

12.1 

13.0 

404X307 

13.9 

15.0 

401X411 

18.0 

19.1 

400X602 

23.5 

24.6 

404X700 

32.7 

33.8 

603X700 

71.2 

73.0 

16.0 
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Table  1A. — Recommended  minimum  drained  weights  for  canned  sweeipolaloes 


(Metric  system-  Systcine  International  Units] 


Container  designation* 


Container  Regular  pack  Vacuum  pack 

dimensions  in  -  .  -■  —  —  ■ 

millimeters  LL»  Xa*  LL*  Xe* 


8Z  tall. .  . . 

68.  3X82. 6 

grams 

138.  9 

crams 

150.3 

87. 3X85.  7 

218.3 

23a  i 

No.  301 . . . 

No.  2 . 

No.  3  squat . 

81.0X111.1 

87. 3XU1 9 
108.0X87.3 

275.0 

343.0 

304. 1 

297.7 

368.5 

425.2 

No.  tVi . 

103.2X110.1 

510.3 

541.5 

No.  2)4  tall . 

101.6X155.6 

666.2 

697.4 

No.  3  cylinder . . 

108.0X177.8 

027.0 

958.2 

No.  10 . . 

157.2X177.8 

2,018.5 

2,069.5 

’the  minimum  drained  weight  for  individual  sample  units. 

the  minimum  average  drained  weights  from  all  the  sample  units  in  the  sample. 


«LL= 

•Xd- 

§  52.2049  Recommended  fill  weights. 

(a)  General.  Minimum  fill  weight  rec¬ 
ommendations  for  canned  sweetpota- 
boes  are  given  In  Table  1L  They  are  not 
incorporated  in  the  grades  of  the  finished 
product  since  fill  weight,  as  such.  Is  not 
a  factor  of  quality  for  the  purposes  of 
Qaese  grades. 

(b)  Definitions  of  terms  and  symbols. 
“Sample  unit"  for  the  determination  of 
fill  weights  means  the  entire  amount  of 
prepared  sweetpotatoes  and  other  In¬ 
gredients,  it  any,  in  a  container,  exclusive 
of  any  packing  medium,  prior  to  cooking. 

“Subgroup"  means  a  group  of  sample 
units  representing  a  portion  of  a  sample. 

X’.i.  means  the  specified  minimum  lot 
average  fill  weight. 

LWL*  means  the  lower  warning  limit 

for  subgroup  averages. 

LRU  means  the  lower  reject  limit  for 

subgroup  averages. 

LWL  means  the  lower  warning  limit 
for  Individual  fill  weight  measurements. 

LRL  means  the  lower  reject  limit  for 
individual  fill  weight  measurements. 

R'  means  specified  average  range 
value. 


Rut  means  a  specified  maximum  range 
for  a  subgroup. 

“Sampling  allowance”  Is  the  amount 
that  the  sample  quantity  may  deviate 
from  the  lot  quantity  due  solely  to  the 
fact  that  only  a  portion  has  been  taken 
from  the  whole  lot. 

(c)  Subgroup  size.  The  subgroup  size 
for  the  determination  of  fill  weights  shall 
be  5  sample  units. 

(d)  Sampling  frequency — (1)  Small 
lots.  For  lots  consisting  of  100  cases  or 
less  which  require  4  hours  or  more  to 
pack  use  the  optional  fill  weight  pro¬ 
cedure  for  small  lots  set  forth  in  $  52.232 
pf  the  United  States  Standards  for  De¬ 
termination  of  Fill  Weights. 

(2)  Other  than  small  lots.  Draw  at  least 
one  subgroup  per  code  approximately 
every  45  minutes. 

(e)  Determining  fill  weights  and  com¬ 
pliance  therewith.  The  determination  of 
compliance  with  the  recommended  fill 
weights  for  canned  sweetpotatoes  shaD. 
be  In  accordance  with  the  UJS.  Standards 
for  Determination  of  Fill  Weights,  and 
UJS.  Standards  for  Inspection  by  Vari¬ 
ables. 


Table  II. — Recommended  fill  weight  values  for  cawed  sueitpoluloct 
[English  (avoirdupois)  weights] 

Fill  Weight  Values,  Ounces 


Container  she  X 

■  la 

LWL^ 

lrlT 

LWL 

LRL 

R> 

R-„ 

Sampling 

allowance 

code 

au _ 

5.3 

4.9 

4.7 

4.6 

4.1 

0.9 

2.0 

O 

No.  2  squat . 

8.0 

T.  5 

7.2 

6.8 

6.2 

L  4 

30 

f 

No,  3(8 

10.3 

9.7 

9.4 

9.0 

8.3 

L6 

3  2 

L 

No,  _ 1  I  I  -  - 

12.7 

12.0 

11.6 

11.1 

10.3 

1.9 

39 

O 

No.  3  squat _ _ _ 

14.7 

13.  8 

1X3 

12.7 

1L7 

2.3 

4.9 

8 

No.  2)4 . 

18.6 

17.7 

17.2 

16.6 

15.8 

2.3 

4.9 

s 

No.  2)4  Tall . . . 

23.8 

22.9 

22.4 

21.8 

20.  S 

2.3 

4.9 

H 

No.  3  Cylindrical _ 

33.6 

32.4 

31.8 

31.0 

29.7 

3.0 

6.4 

V 

No.  M _ _ _ 

7a  o 

68.4 

67.6 

06.4 

64.6 

4.3 

39 

A-l 

Vacuum  pack 


No.  3  squat 


17.5  111  111  115  14.5  2.1  IS  8 


Solid-pack 


No.  303 . 

*■-  • 

130 

17.8 

17.4 

17.2 

138 

39 

30 

O 

No.  8  Cylindrical . 

536 

52.9 

53  5 

53  0 

5L2 

L9 

39 

O 

No.  10 _ 

1030 

107.7 

107.0 

1030 

1016 

35 

T.4 

X 
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Table  IIA. — Recommended  fill  weight  values  for  canned  sweetpotatoes 
[Metric  System—  Systeme  International  Units] 


Container  size 

Grams 

SampBng 

allowance 

code 

X'.i. 

LWLi 

lrlT 

LWL 

LRL 

R' 

R.u 

RZ  taD _ 

150.3 

138.9 

133.3 

130.4 

116.2 

28.5 

56.7 

a 

No.  2  squat _ _ _ 

226.8 

212.6 

204.1 

192.8 

175.8 

39.7 

85.1 

j 

No.  303 . . 

292.0 

275.0 

266.5 

255.2 

235.3 

42.5 

90.7 

L 

360.0 

340.  2 

328.9 

314.7 

292.0 

53.9 

110.6 

o 

No.  3  squat . 

416.7 

391.2 

377.1 

360.0 

331.7 

65.2 

138.9 

8 

No.  m . 

527.8 

501.8 

487.6 

470.6 

442.8 

66.2 

138.9 

8 

No.  2)4  tall . 

674.7 

649.2 

635.0 

618  0 

589.7 

66.2 

138.9 

8 

No.  8  cylindrical . . . 

952.5 

918.5 

901.5 

878.8 

842.0 

85.1 

181.4 

V 

No.  10 . 

1,984.6 

1,939.1 

1,916.4 

1,882.4 

1,831.4 

119.1 

252.3 

A-l 

Vacuum  pack 

No.  3  squat . 

496.1 

470.6 

456.4 

439.4 

411.1 

65.2 

138  9 

8 

Solid  pack 

No.  303 . . . . 

510.3 

499.0 

493.3 

487.6 

476.3 

25.5 

56.7 

O 

No.  8  cylindrical . 

1,519.5 

1,499.7 

1,488.3 

1,474.2 

1,451.5 

53.9 

110.6 

O 

No.  10 . 

3,090.1 

3,053.2 

3,033.4 

3,005.0 

2,962.5 

99.2 

209.8 

X 

§  52.2050  Determining  the  grade  of  a 
sample  unit. 

(a)  General.  The  grade  of  a  sample 
unit  of  canned  sweetpotatoes  is  deter¬ 
mined  by  considering  the  factor  of  flavor 
and  odor  which  is  not  scored;  the  rat¬ 
ings  for  the  factors  of  color,  size  and 
ihape  or  consistency,  defects,  and  charac¬ 
ter,  which  are  scored;  the  total  score; 
and  the  limiting  rules  which  apply. 

(b)  Definition  of  a  sample  unit.  A 
sample  unit  as  applied  to  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  grade  and  to  the  evaluation 
of  quality  factors  shall  consist  of  the 
entire  contents  of  one  container,  ir¬ 
respective  of  size. 

(c)  Definition  of  a  sample.  Any  num¬ 
ber  of  sample  units  used  for  the  evalua¬ 
tion  of  the  factors  of  quality  as  outlined 
in  this  subpart. 

(d)  Definition  of  flavor  and  color.  (1) 
“Good  flavor  and  odor”  means  a  good, 
distinctive  flavor  and  odor  which  is 
characteristic  of  properly  prepared  and 
properly  processed  sweetpotatoes  (in¬ 
cluding  any  packing  medium  or  added 
garnish  Ingredients)  that  are  free  from 
objectionable  flavors  or  objectionable 
odors  of  any  kind. 

(2)  “Reasonably  good  flavor  and 
odor”  means  that  the  processed  sweet¬ 
potatoes  (including  any  packing  medium 
or  added  garnish  ingredients)  may  be 
lacking  in  good  flavor  and  odor  but  are 
free  from  objectionable  flavors  or  objec¬ 
tionable  odors  of  any  kind. 

(e)  Factors  rated  by  score  points.  The 
relative  importance  of  each  factor  which 
is  scored  is  expressed  numerically  on  the 
scale  of  100.  The  maximum  number  of 
points  that  may  be  given  each  factor  is: 


Factors:  Points 

Color _ _ r _  30 

Size  and  shape  or  consistency.™  20 

Defects _ 80 

Character  _  20 


Total  score _  100 


§  52.2051  Determining  the  rating  for 
the  factors  which  are  scored. 

The  essential  variations  within  each 
factor  which  is  scored  are  so  described 
that  a  value  may  be  determined  for  each 


factor  and  expressed  numerically.  The 
numerical  range  within  each  factor 
which  is  scored  is  inclusive  (for  example, 
“18  to  20  points”  means  18,  19,  or  20 
points) . 

§  52.2052  Color. 

(a)  Evaluation  of  color.  The  evalua¬ 
tion  of  color  of  canned  sweetpotatoes 
is  made  as  quickly  as  possible  after  open¬ 
ing  the  container.  Hie  evaluation  of 
color  is  based  upon  the  degree  of  bright¬ 
ness,  intensity  of  color,  degree  of  uni¬ 
formity,  and  whether  the  sample  unit 
is  of  a  single  color  or  mixed  colors. 

(b)  Visual  Aids.  Models  illustrative  of 
the  “yellow”  or  “golden”  color  classifi¬ 
cation  are  available  for  review  at  certain 
designated  USDA  Processed  Products  In¬ 
spection  Offices.  Information  regarding 
the  location  of  such  offices  is  available 
upon  request  from: 

Chief,  Processed  Products  Standardization 
and  Inspection  Branch,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  AMS,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

(c)  (A)  classification.  Canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  that  have  a  good  color  may  be 
given  a  score  of  27  to  30  points.  “Good 
color”  means  a  typical,  bright  color  char¬ 
acteristic  of  either  a  yellow  or  golden — 
but  not  both — color  of  sweetpotato. 
There  may  be  moderate  variations  of 
such  characteristic  color  throughout  the 
sweetpotato  units,  within  a  single  sweet- 
potato  unit,  or  within  the  mass. 

(d)  (B)  classification.  Canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  that  have  a  reasonably  good 
color  may  be  given  a  score  of  24  to  26 
points.  Canned  sweetpotatoes  that  fall 
into  this  classification  shall  not  be 
graded  above  U.S.  Grade  B,  regardless  of 
the  total  score  for  the  product  (this  is 
a  limiting  rule) .  “Reasonably  good  color” 
means  that  both  golden  and  yellow  vari¬ 
eties  may  be  present  in  any  amount  in  a 
sample  unit  and  the  following  condi¬ 
tions,  singly  or  in  combination,  may  be 
present,  but  not  to  the  degree  that  the 
appearance  of  the  product  is  seriously 
affected: 

(1)  More  than  moderate  variability 
throughout  the  sweetpotato  units,  within 
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a  single  sweetpotato  unit,  or  within  * 
mass; 

(2)  Slight  oxidation  of  the  unlt(s)  or 
mass; 

(3)  Unlt(s)  having  a  disUnct  green  ex¬ 
ternal  surface; 

(4)  Slightly  dull,  but  not  "off -color” 
unlt(s)  or  mass;  or 

(5)  Any  condition  which  adversely  af¬ 
fect s  the  color  of  the  sample  unit. 

(e)  ( SStd )  classification.  Canned 

sweetpotatoes  that  fail  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  UJ5.  Grade  B  shall  be 
given  a  score  of  0  to  23  points  and  shall 
not  be  graded  above  Substandard,  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  total  score  for  the  prod¬ 
uct  (this  is  a  limiting  rule). 

§  52.2053  Uniformity  of  size  and  shape. 

(a)  (A)  classification.  Canned  sweet- 
potatoes  of  the  “vacuum  pack”  or  “reg¬ 
ular  pack”  types  that  are  practically  uni¬ 
form  In  size  and  shape  may  be  given  a 


score  of  18  to  20  points.  "Practically  uni¬ 
form  size  and  shape”  means  that  a 
sample  unit  of  canned  sweetpotatoes 
does  not  exceed  the  allowances  specified 
in  Table  in,  as  applicable. 

(b)  (B)  classification.  Canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  of  the  “vacuum  pack”  or  “reg¬ 
ular  pack”  types  that  are  reasonably  uni¬ 
form  in  size  and  shape  may  be  given  a 
score  of  16  to  17  points.  “Reasonably  uni¬ 
form  in  size  and  shape”  means  that  a 
sample  unit  of  canned  sweetpotatoes 
does  not  exceed  the  allowances  specified 
in  Table  III,  as  applicable. 

(c)  (.SStd)  classification.  Canned 
sweetpotatoes  of  the  “vacuum  pack”  or 
“regular  pack"  types  that  fail  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  U.S.  Grade  B  shall 
be  given  a  score  of  0  to  15  points  and 
shall  not  be  graded  above  U.S.  Grade  B, 
regardless  of  the  total  score  for  the  prod¬ 
uct  (this  is  a  partial  limiting  rule) . 


Table  III. — Allowances  for  size  and  shape  variations  of  canned  sweetpotatoes 


Grade 

Shape  variation  within  a  sample  unit 
(applies  to  a  single  style  only) 

Size  variation  within  a  sample  unit  (single  style  or  mixtures 
of  styles),  maximum  allowable  weight  ratio  of  largest  to 

2d  smallest  intact  sweetpotato  unit 

A . 

8:1. 

B . 

SStd. » . 

..  May  vary  materially. . 

4:1. 

Fails  requirements  tor  U.S.  grade  B. 

i  Sample  unit  Is  limited  to  do  higher  tiian  gmde  B. 

§  52.2054  Consistency.  < Applies  to 

“solid-pack”  type  only). 

(a)  General.  “Consistency”  refers  to 
the  firmness  of  the  sweetpotato  mass  and 
the  tendency  to  resist  flow  characteris¬ 
tics  and  separation  of  free  liquor.  Con¬ 
sistency  1s  evaluated  by  emptying  the 
contents  of  the  container  on  a  tray  and 
noting  the  characteristics  of  the  mass 
as  a  whole  including  slicing  with  a 
spatula  or  the  equivalent  thereof. 

(b)  (A)  classification.  Canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  of  the  “solid-pack”  type  that 
have  a  good  consistency  may  be  given  a 
score  of  18  to  20  points.  “Good  consist¬ 
ency”  means  that  the  sweetpotatoes  as 
a  mass  are  sufficiently  firm  to  approxi¬ 
mate  the  general  shape  of  the  container 
with  some  settling  permitted;  are  not 
dry,  and  may  show  no  mori  than  a  slight 
separation  of  free  liquid  after  2  minutes. 

(c) (B)  classification.  Canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  of  the  “solid-pack”  type  that 
have  a  reasonably  good  consistency  may 
be  given  a  score  of  18  or  17  points. 
Canned  sweetpotatoes  that  fall  into  this 
classification  shall  not  be  graded  above 
U.S.  Grade  B,  regardless  of  the  total 
score  for  the  product  (this  Is  a  limiting 
rule) .  “Reasonably  good  consistency” 
means  that  the  sweetpotato  mass  is: 

(1)  Sufficiently  soft  so  as  not  to  ap¬ 
proximate  the  general  shape  of  the  con¬ 
tainer,  but  may  not  be  free  flowing;  or 

(2)  Noticeably  firm  but  not  very  dry, 
or  hard,  or  rubbery.  There  may  be  mod¬ 
erate  separation  of  free  liquid  after  2 
minutes. 


(d)  (SStd)  classification.  Canned 
sweetpotatoes  of  the  “solid-pack”  type 
that  fail  to  meet  the  requirements  of  U.S. 
Grade  B  shall  be  given  a  score  of  0  to  15 
points  and  shall  not  be  graded  above 
Substandard,  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule) . 

§  52.2055  Defects. 

(a)  General.  The  factor  of  defects  con¬ 
cerns  the  degree  of  freedom  from  defects 
as  defined  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  or  from  any  other  defects  present 
which  detract  from  the  appearance  of 
edibility  of  the  product. 

(b)  Definitions  and  kinds  of  defects. 
(1)  “insignificant  imperfections”  refer 
to  units  with  very  slight  abnormalities, 
scars,  discolorations,  or  any  other  im¬ 
perfections  which  may  affect  the  appear¬ 
ance  slightly  but  which  do  not  affect  the 
edibility  of  the  unit. 

(2)  "Blemished  unit”  means  any 
sweetpotato  unit  that  has.  singly  or  in 
the  aggregate,  darkened  surface  areas  or 
definite  abnormalities  on  or  within  the 
unit  which  materially  affect  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  the  sweetpotato  unit. 

(3)  "Seriously  blemished  unit”  means 
any  sweetpotato  unit  that  has,  singly  or 
In  the  aggregate,  darkened  surface  areas 
or  definite  abnormalities  on  or  within 
the  unit  which  seriously  affect  the  ap¬ 
pearance  and/or  edibility  of  the  sweet¬ 
potato  unit. 

(4)  "Secondary  rootlets”  longer  than 
one  (l)  inch  (2.54  cm)  are  scoreable. 
“Secondary  rootlets”  of  one  (1)  Inch  or 


less  in  length  are  individually  regarded 
as  insignificant,  but  when  considered  col¬ 
lectively  are  scoreable  as  defects  If  the 
overall  appearance  and/or  edibility  of 
the  product  is  affected. 

(5)  “Un trimmed  fibrous  ends”  are  the 
end  portions  of  sweetpotatoes  which  have 
edible  external  fibers  protruding  more 
than  Vt  inch  (6.35  mm).  “Untrimmed 
fibrous  ends”  are  individually  regarded 
as  insignificant,  but  when  considered  col¬ 
lectively  are  scoreable  as  defects  if  the 
overall  appearance  and/or  edibility  of 
the  product  is  affected. 

(6)  “Pitted”  sweetpotatoes  are  those 
units  which  have  external  pockmarks  to 
the  degree  that  the  appearance  is  ma¬ 
terially  affected. 

(7)  “Pathological  or  insect  injury”  re¬ 
fers  to  obvious  pathological  or  insect 
damage  on  or  in  any  sweetpotato  unit 
which  affects  the  appearance  or  edibility 
of  the  unit. 

(8)  “Sand,  grit,  or  silt”  means  any 
kind  of  fine  earthy  material. 

(9)  “Peel”  means  the  skin  of  the  sweet¬ 
potato. 

(10)  “Harmless  plant  material”  means 
harmless  plant  material  which  is  part  of 
the  sweetpotato  plant  (such  as  leaves, 
stems,  or  roots)  or  any  other  harmless, 
succulent  plant  material. 

(c)  (A)  classification.  Canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  that  are  practically  free  from 
defects  may  be  given  a  score  of  27  to  30 
points.  "Practically  free  from  defects” 
means  that: 

(1)  All  defects  present,  whether  or  not 
specifically  defined  or  listed  in  this  sec¬ 
tion,  do  not  materially  detract  from  the 
appearance  or  edibility  of  the  product; 
and 

( 2 )  The  defects  that  may  be  present  in 
a  sample  unit  and/or  in  the  sample  do 
not  exceed  the  allowances  specified  in 
Table  IV  or  Table  VI,  as  applicable. 

(d)  (B)  classification.  Canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  that  are  reasonably  free  from 
defects  may  be  given  a  score  of  24  to  26 
points.  Canned  sweetpotatoes  that  fall 
into  this  classification  shall  not  be  graded 
above  UJ3.  Grade  B,  regardless  of  the 
total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a  limit¬ 
ing  rule) .  “Reasonably  free  from  defects” 
means  that: 

(1)  All  defects  present,  whether  or  not 
specifically  defined  or  listed  In  this  sec¬ 
tion,  do  not  seriously  detract  from  the 
appearance  or  edibility  of  the  product; 
and 

(2)  The  defects  that  may  be  present 
in  a  sample  unit  and/or  in  the  sample  do 
not  exceed  the  allowances  specified  in 
Table  V  or  Table  VI,  as  applicable. 

(e)  (SStd)  classification.  Canned 
sweetpotatoes  that  fail  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  U.6.  Grade  B  shall  be  given 
a  score  of  0  to  23  points  and  shall  not  be 
graded  above  Substandard,  regardless  of 
the  total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule) . 
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Table  IV. — Allowance  for  defects  in  canned  $\ vest  potatoes 


f 

Of  the  vacuum  pack  typaar  regular  pack  type  only 

Defect* 

U.S.  grade  A  martamai — 
per  sample  unit 

UJB.  grade  A  maximum — 
sample  average 

Blemished  and  seriously  blemished 

sweetpotato  units,  total. 

I  ^significant  imperfections;  uotrimmed 
fibrous  ends;  secondary  rootlets  of  1 
la  (AM  "»«)  or  tea*  in  length. 

Unttfo)  with  1  or  mare  secondary  root¬ 
lets  longer  than  1  in  (AM  cm). 

IS  pet,  by  count,  but  not  more  than 

5  pet,  by  ooont,  or  1  sweetpotato 
unit,  whichever  is  greater,  may 
be  seriously  blemished. 

Aoaaauaiadr*  affect— does  not  ma¬ 
terially  detract  from  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  the  product. 

8  pet,  by  count,  but  not  more  than 
2  pet,  by  eount,  may  be  seriously 

blemished. 

Not  applicable. 

5 pet,  by  count. 

1  piece . . . 

1  piece  per  120  os  (3.4  kg)  of  total 

contents. 

Vi  in*  (1.61  cm*). 

Feel— per  pound  (453.6  cm)  of  total 
contents. 

-  pitted”  sweetpotato  units. . 

Unite*)  affected  by  obvious  pathologi¬ 
cal  or  insect  Injury. 

Band,  grit,  or  silt . „ . 

Total,  all  defects  specified  above  and / 
ro  any  other  defects — either  singly 

or  in  combination  with  each  other. 

Ml®'  (3.23 cm*) . 

15  pet,  by  count... 

None . 

Accumulative  effect— does  not  ma¬ 
terially  detract  from  the  appear¬ 
ance  and/or  edibility  of  the 
product. 

5  pet,  by  count. 

1  pet,  by  count. 

Not  applicable. 

Do. 

Table  V. — Allowances  for  defects  in  canned  sweetpotatoes 

Defects 

Of  the  vacuum  pack  type  or  regular  pack  type  only 

U.S.  grade  B  maximum— 
per  sample  unit 

U.S.  grade  B  maximum— 
sample  average 

Blemished  and  seriously  blemished 
sweetpotato  units,  total. 

Insignificant  imperfections;  untrtm- 

med  fibrous  ends;  secondary  rootlets 
of  1  in  (2.54  con)  or  leas  In  length. 
Unit(s)  with  1  or  more  secondary  root¬ 
lets  longer  than  1  in  (2.54  cm). 

30  pet,  by  eount,  but  not  more 
than  10  pet,  by  count,  or  2  sweet¬ 
potato  unite,  whichever  is  greater, 
may  be  seriously  blemished. 

Accumulative  effect — does  not  seri¬ 
ously  detract  from  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  the  product. 

25  pet,  by  count . 

15  pet,  by  count,  but  not  more  than 
4^ctjJ>ycount,  may  be  seriously 

Not  applicable: 

10  pet,  by  count. 

1  piece  per  60  o*  (1.7  kg)  of  total 
contents. 

Hin*  (3.23  cm*) ; 

25  pet,  by  count: 

2  pet,  by  count. 

Not  applicable. 

Do. 

Feel— per  pound  (453.6  gm)  of  total 
contents. 

“Pitted”  sweetpotato  units . 

Unlt(s)  affected  by  obvious  patholog¬ 
ical  or  Insect  Injury. 

Band,  grit,  or  silt. . 

Total,  all  defects  specified  above  and/ 
or  any  other  defects— either  singly  or 
in  combination  with  each  other. 

1  in*  (6.45  cm*) . 

100  pet,  by  count . 

Trace _ _ _ _ 

Accumulative  effect — does  not  seri¬ 
ously  detract  from  the  appear¬ 
ance  and/or  edibility  of  the 
product. 

Table  VI. — Allowances  for  defects  in  canned  sweetpotatoes 

Detects 

Solid-pack  type  only 

U.S.  grade  A  maximum— per 
sample  unit 

U.S.  grade  A  maximum— average 
sample 

Total  of  all  defects  present . . . 

Accumulative  effect — does  not  ma¬ 
terially  detract  from  the  appear¬ 
ance  and/or  edibility  of  the 
product. 

Not  applicable. 

U.S.  grade  B  maximum— per 
sample  unit 

U.S.  grade  B  maximum— average 
sample 

Total  of  all  defects  present . 

Accumulative  effect — does  not  seri¬ 
ously  detract  from  the  appearance 
and/or  edibility  of  the  product. 

Not  applicable. 

§  52.2056  Oiarnrter. 

(a)  General.  The  factor  of  character 
refers  to  the  texture  and  condition  of  the 
flesh,  the  degree  of  freedom  from  inter¬ 
nal  tough  or  Internal  coarse  fibers,  the 
tenderness  of  the  sweetpotatoee,  and 
tendency  of  sweetpotatoee  packed  In 
“regular  pack"  or  as  "Tacitum  pack"  to 
retain  their  apparent  original  con¬ 
formation. 


(b)  Definition  of  terms.  For  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  evaluating  character,  the  follow¬ 
ing  definitions  apply: 

(1)  “Internal  tough"  or  “Internal 
coarse"  fibers  means  tough,  stringy  or 
fibrous  material  which  is  objectionable 
upon  chewing. 

(2)  “Firm”  are  those  individual  sweet- 
potato  units  which,  either  externally  or 
internally,  are  slightly  grainy  and/or 
possess  a  somewhat  stiff,  yet  yielding 
texture. 


(3)  "Very  firm"  are  those  individual 
sweetpotato  units  which,  either  exter¬ 
nally  or  internally  are  noticeably  grainy 
or  have  a  hardened  texture  similar  to 
that  of  an  uncooked  sweetpotato. 

(4)  “Soft”  are  those  individual  sweet¬ 
potato  units  which  are  tender  but  are 
not  approaching  disintegration. 

(5)  “Very  soft"  are  those  individual 
sweetpotato  units  which  show  slight  to 
partial  disintegration  of  the  sweetpotato 
unit  and  a  major  portion  of  which  is  soft 
and  yielding. 

<6)  “Mushy”  sweetpotatoes  are  those 
which  have  materially  or  completely  dis¬ 
integrated  into  small  pieces  or  puree-like 
consistency.  The  portions  have  lost  their 
identity  as  an  individual  sweetpotato  unit 
and  there  is  a  pulpy  and/or  pasty  texture. 

(7)  “Broken"  sweetpotato  units  are 
those  which  have  been  broken  into  pieces, 
or  are  noticeably  crumbly,  but  are  not 
soft  nor  mushy. 

(c)  (A)  classification.  Canned  sweet- 
potatoes  that  have  a  good  character  may 
be  given  a  score  of  18  to  20  points.  “Good 
character"  has  the  following  meanings 
with  respect  to  the  following  types  of 
packs: 

(1)  " Vacuum  pack”  or  “ regular  pack”. 
"Good  character”  means  the  sweetpotato 
units  have  a  uniformly  smooth  texture, 
are  practically  free  from  internal  tough 
or  internal  coarse  fibers,  may  be  slightly 
variable  in  tenderness  but  hold  their  ap¬ 
parent  original  conformation,  and  do  not 
exceed  the  allowances  in  Table  VTL 

(2)  " Solid-pack ”.  “Good  character" 
means  that  the  mass  has  a  smooth  tex¬ 
ture  and  that  the  product  is  practically 
free  from  tough  or  coarse  fibers. 

(d)  (B)  Classification.  Canned  sweet- 
potatoes  that  have  a  reasonably  good 
character  may  be  given  a  score  of  16  or 
17  points.  Canned  sweetpotatoes  that  fall 
into  this  classification  shall  not  be  graded 
above  U.S.  Grade  B,  regardless  of  the 
total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a  lim¬ 
iting  rule).  "Reasonably  good  charac¬ 
ter”  has  the  following  meanings  with 
respect  to  the  following  types  of  packs: 

(1)  “ Vacuum  pack ”  or  ‘‘regular 
pack”.  “Reasonably  good  character" 
means  that  the  sweetpotato  units  have  a 
reasonably  uniform  smooth  texture,  are 
substantially  free  from  internal  tough 
or  internal  coarse  fibers,  may  be  variable 
in  tenderness,  may  be  very  soft  to  firm 
but  hold  their  apparent  original  confor¬ 
mation,  and  do  not  exceed  the  allowances 
in  Table  VII. 

(2)  “Solid-pack”.  “Reasonably  good 
character”  means  that  the  mass  has  a 
reasonably  smooth  texture  which  may  be 
slightly  grainy,  and  that  the  product  is 
substantially  free  from  tough  or  coarse 
fibers. 

(e)  ( SStd )  classification.  Canned 
sweetpotates  that  fail  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  U.S.  Grade  B  shall  be 
given  a  score  of  0  to  15  points  and  shall 
not  be  graded  above  Substandard,  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  total  score  for  the  prod¬ 
uct  (this  is  a  limiting  rule) . 
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Table  VII. — Allowances  for  classification  of  character  in  canned  sweetpotaloes 


Character  classification 


Soft  to  firm. - -  - 

Very  soft _ _ 

Any  combination  ot.  very  firm 
broken, i  mushy,  tough  or  coarse, 
fibers. 


Very  soft  to  firm _ _ _ 

Any  combination  of:  very  firm, 
broken,!  mushy,  tough  or  coarse 
fibers. 


Regular  pack  or  vacuum  pack  types  only 


U.8.  grade  A  maximum — per 
■ample  unit 

UJ3.  grade  A  maximum— sample 
average 

.  WO  pet. . 

.  30  pet,  by  count,  or  2  sweet  potato 
units,  whichever  is  greater. 

W  pet,  by  count,  or  2  sweet  potato 
unite,  whichever  is  greater. 

100  pet 

10  pet,  by  count; 

8  pet,  by  count; 

TJ.8.  grade  B  maximum— per 
sample  unit 

U.8.  grade  B  maximum— sample 
average 

.  100  pet . 1 . 

100  pet. 

20  pet,  by  count,  or  4  sweetpotato 
units,  whichever  is  greater. 

10  pet,  by  count; 

ind]rfduair'Ptaot0*  ®^luation  oI  cbaractcr.  portions  of  broken  units  shall  be  reassembled  to  approximate  average 


§  52.2057  Determining  the  grade  of  a 
lot. 

The  grade  of  a  lot  of  canned  sweet- 
potatoes  covered  by  these  standards  is 
determined  by  the  procedures  set  forth 
in  the  Regulations  Governing  Inspec¬ 
tion  and  Certification  of  Processed  Fruits 
and  Vegetables,  Processed  Products 
Thereof,  and  Certain  Other  Processed 
Products  (§§52.1  through  52.83). 

§  52.2058  Designating  the  color  classi¬ 
fication  of  a  sample  unit  and  of  a  lot. 

(a)  For  the  purposes  of  this  subpart, 
the  color  of  each  sample  unit  of  canned 
sweetpotatoes  is  designated  as  "yellow”, 
"golden”,  or  “mixed”.  "Mixed  color”  is 
given  to  any  sample  unit  containing  both 
"golden”  and  "yellow”  sweetpotatoes 
in  any  proportion. 

(b)  A  lot  of  canned  sweetpotatoes  in 
which  all  of  the  sample  units  are  of  the 
same  color  classification  shall  be  desig¬ 
nated  as  “golden”,  or  "yellow”,  or 
"mixed”,  as  appropriate. 

(e)  A  lot  of  canned  sweetpotatoes  in 
which  all  of  the  sample  units  are  not  of 
the  same  color  classifications  shall  be 
designated  in  terms  of  the  number  of 
sample  units  of  each  color  classification 
present  in  the  sample. 

§  52.2059  Determining  the  style  of  a 
sample  unit  and  of  a  lot. 

(a)  This  section  applies  to  the  “vac¬ 
uum  pack”  and  "regular  pack”  types 
only. 

(b)  A  sample  unit  of  canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  is  considered  as  a  single  style 
when  the  limits  specified  in  Table  vni, 
as  applicable,  are  met. 

<c)  A  sample  unit  of  canned  sweet¬ 
potatoes  which  fails  the  limits  set  forth 
in  Table  Vni  shal  be  considered  as  a 
mixture  of  the  styles  present  in  the  sam¬ 
ple  unit. 

(d)  A  lot  of  canned  sweetpotatoes  shall 
be  assigned  a  single  style  designation 
when  all  of  the  sample  units  representing 
the  lot  meet  the  requirements  of  one 
single  style. 

(e)  A  lot  of  canned  sweetpotatoes 
which  fails  the  requirements  for  a  single 
style  classification  shall  be  designated 
in  terms  of  the  styles  present  in  the  in¬ 
dividual  sample  units. 


Table  VTU — Allowances  fob  Single  Style 
Classification  in  a  Sample  Unit  or 
Canned  Sweetpotatoes 


Minimum  percentage,  "by 
count,  of  specified  style 
Style  contained  in  each  sample 

classification  unit 


Whole. 


Halved;  Halves _ 


Sections 


Pieces;  cuts;  cut_. 


80  percent;  with  bal¬ 
ance  essentially  re¬ 
sembling  whole 

sweetpotatoes. 

80  percent;  with  bal¬ 
ance  essentially  re¬ 
sembling  halved 
sweetpotatoes. 

70  percent;  with  bal¬ 
ance  essentially  re¬ 
sembling  sections  of 
sweetpotatoes. 

All  units  may  be  of  any 
style  except  mashed. 


§  52.2060  Score  sheet. 


Bixe  and  kind  of  container . 

Container  marks  or  identification - 

Label - - - - - - 

Net  weight  (onnoes) . 

Vacuum  (inches) - - - - 

Drained  weight  (ounces) . — 

Brii  measurement  (sirup,  regular  pack  only) 
Birup  designation  (light,  heavy,  extra  heavy) 

Color  (yellow,  golden,  or  mixed) . 

Type  of  pack  (regular,  vacuum,  solid) . 

Style  (wnole,  halves,  etc.) . . . . 

Count _ _ _ 


Factors 

Score  points 

Color . 

30 

A 

27-30  .... 

B 

i  24-26  .... 

SStd 

>0-23  .... 

Bite  and  9hape  or  consistency.. 

20 

A 

18-20  .... 

11 

»  16-17  .... 

BStd 

>  *0-15  ..  .. 

30 

A 

27-30  .... 

B 

>24-26  .... 

88td 

>  0-23  .<*«. 

20 

A 

18-20  .... 

B 

>  16-17  .... 

SStd 

>0-15  .... 

Total  score . 

100 

Flavor  and  odor  (A— “good”;  B — “reasonably  good”; 

88td— “Off” . 

Grade _ _ - . — 


i  Indicates  limiting  rale. 

*  Indicates  partial  limiting  rule  for  sire  and  shape  only. 
1  Indicates  limiting  rale  for  consistency  only. 

The  United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Sweetpotatoes 
(which  Is  the  fifth  Issue)  contained  In 


this  subpart  shall  become  effective  on 
August  16,  1976. 

Dated;  June  18, 1976. 

William  T.  Manley, 
Acting  Administrator. 

I  PR  Doc.76-18215  Piled  6-23-76;  8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Valencia  Orange  Regulation  633] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Calif  omia-Arizona  Valencia  oranges 
that  may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market 
during  the  weekly  regulation  period 
June  25-July  1,  1976.  It  Is  Issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  and 
Marketing  Order  No.  908.  The  quantity 
of  Valencia  oranges  so  fixed  was  arrived 
at  after  consideration  of  the  total  avail¬ 
able  supply  of  Valencia  oranges,  the 
quantity  of  Valencia  oranges  currently 
available  for  market,  the  fresh  market 
demand  for  Valencia  oranges,  Valencia 
orange  prices,  and  the  relationship  of 
season  average  returns  to  the  parity  price 
for  Valencia  oranges. 

§  908.833  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
533. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  Valencia  oranges,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  respective  quantities  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from 
District  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  dur¬ 
ing  the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  Valencia  orange  industry. 

(i)  The  comnTittee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  that 
should  be  marketed  during  the  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  week.  Such  recommendation,  de¬ 
signed  to  provide  equity  of  marketing  op¬ 
portunity  to  handlers  in  all  districts,  re¬ 
sulted  from  consideration  of  the  factors 
enumerated  in  the  order.  The  committee 
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further  reports  that  the  fresh  market 
demand  for  Valencia  oranges  is  becom¬ 
ing  more  active.  Prices  f.o.b.  for  the  week 
ending  June  17  were  $3.51  a  carton  on 
588  cars  as  compared  with  $3.40  per  car¬ 
ton  on  385  cars  during  the  prior  week. 
Track  and  rolling  supplies  at  347  cars 
were  up  167  cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa-  ' 
tlon,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  re¬ 
spective  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges 
which  may  be  handled  should  be  fixed 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  Impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  no¬ 
tice,  engage  in  public  rule-making  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date  of 
this  regulation  until  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time  interven¬ 
ing  between  the  date  when  information 
upon  which  this  regulation  is  based  be¬ 
came  available  and  the  time  when  this 
regulation  must  become  effective  in  or¬ 
der  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  provisions  hereof  effective  as 
hereinafter  set  forth.  The  committee 
held  an  open  meeting  during  the  cur¬ 
rent  week  after  giving  due  notice  thereof, 
to  consider  supply  and  market  conditions 
for  Valencia  oranges  and  the  need  for 
regulation;  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  informa¬ 
tion  and  views  at  this  meeting;  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  and  supporting  informa¬ 
tion  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  herein  were  promptly  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held,  the  provisions  of  this 
regulation,  including  its  effective  time, 
are  identical  with  the  aforesaid  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  committee,  and  in¬ 
formation  concerning  such  provisions 
and  effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  Valencia  or¬ 
anges;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  regulation  effective  during 
the  period  herein  specified;  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  regulation  will  not  re¬ 
quire  any  special  preparation  on  the  part 
of  persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot 
be  completed  on  or  before  the  effective 
date  hereof.  Such  committee  meeting 
was  held  on  June  22, 1976. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the  period 
June  25,  1976,  through  July  1,  1976,  are 
hereby  fixed  as  follows:  (1)  District  1: 
230,000  cartons;  (11)  District  2;  270,000 
cartons;  (111)  District  3:  Unlimited. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled.” 
“District  1”,  “District  2”,  “District  3”, 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  In  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 


(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  UJ3.C. 
601-874.) 

Dated:  June  23. 1976. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division.  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

( FR  Doc.76-18615  FUed  6-23-76:11:57  am] 


CHAPTER  XVIII— FARMERS  HOME  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

[FmHA  Instruction  442.1] 

PART  1823— ASSOCIATION  LOANS  AND 
GRANTS— COMMUNITY  FACILITIES,  DE¬ 
VELOPMENT,  CONSERVATION,  UTILIZA¬ 
TION 

Community  Facility  Loans 

On  pages  5129  through  5131  of  the 
Federal  Register  dated  February  4, 
1976,  there  was  published  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  of  miscellane¬ 
ous  amendments  to  §§  1823.7,  1823.23, 
1823.26,  1823.27,  1823.29,  1823.30,  1823.32 
and  1823.33  of  Subpart  A  of  Part  1823, 
Title  7,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (38 
FR  29025;  39  FR  12728;  39  FR  41830;  40 
FR  29263).  These  amendments  incorpo¬ 
rated  certain  editorial  and  procedural 
changes  to  provide  additional  guidelines 
in  requirements  for  construction  inspec¬ 
tions  and  additional  monitoring  of  each 
project,  and  also  provide  for  considera¬ 
tion  of  vacant  property  owners  in  certain 
instances  when  determining  project 
feasibility. 

Interested  persons  were  given  until 
March  1,  1976,  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions  or  objections  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposed  amendments.  All  com¬ 
ments  submitted  were  given  due  consid¬ 
eration  and  with  minor  editorial  changes 
and  the  correction  for  the  name  of  the 
American  Society  for  Testing  Materials 
(A.S.T.M.),  the  proposed  miscellaneous 
amendments  are  adopted  and  set  forth 
below. 

(7  U.S.C.  1989,  delegation  of  authority  by  the 
Sec.  of  Agrl.,  7  CFR  2.23;  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  by  the  Asst.  Sec.  for  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment,  7  CFR  2.70.) 

Effective  date;  These  amendments  are 
effective  on  June  24, 1976. 

Dated:  June  14, 1976. 

Joseph  R.  Hanson, 

Acting  Administrator. 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

1.  Section  1823.7  is  amended  by  adding 
paragraph  (a) (1) (ii) (A),  (B),  (C),  (D), 
and  (ill)  and  by  revising  paragraph  (b) 
(2)  as  follows: 

§  1823.7  Economic  feasibility  require¬ 
ments. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  •  •  • 

(1)  •  •  • 

(ii)  User  agreements  from  individual 
vacant  property  owners  will  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  when  determining  project  fea¬ 
sibility  unless: 


(A)  The  owner  has  plans  to  develop 
the  property  in  a  reasonable  period  of 
time  and  become  a  user  of  the  facility; 
and 

(B)  The  owner  agrees  in  writing  to 
make  a  monthly  payment  at  least  equal 
to  the  proportionate  share  of  debt  service 
attributable  to  the  vacant  property  until 
the  property  is  developed  and  the  facility 
is  utilized  on  a  regular  basis;  and 

(C)  A  bond  or  escrowed  security  de¬ 
posit  is  provided  to  guarantee  the 
monthly  payment  required  by  paragraph 
(a)  (1)  (ii)  (B)  of  this  section  and  to 
guarantee  an  amount  at  least  equal  to 
the  owners  proportionate  share  of  con¬ 
struction  costs.  If  a  bond  is  provided,  it 
must  be  executed  by  a  surety  company 
that  appears  on  the  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment’s  most  current  list  (circular  570, 
as  amended)  and  be  authorized  to  trans¬ 
act  business  in  the  State  where  the  proj¬ 
ect  is  located.  The  guarantee  shall  be 
payable  jointly  to  the  borrower  and  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration;  and 

CD)  Such  guarantees  will  mature  not 
later  than  4  years  from  date  of  execu¬ 
tion  and  will  be  finally  due  and  payable 
upon  default  of  a  monthly  payment  or 
at  maturity,  unless  the  property  covered 
by  the  guarantee  has  been  developed  and 
the  facility  is  being  utilized  on  a  regular 
basis. 

(ill)  Income  from  vacant  property 
owners  other  than  those  authorized  by 
paragraph  (a)  (1)  (ii)  of  this  section  will 
be  considered  only  as  extra  income. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(2)  Developers  providing  a  bond  or  es¬ 
crowed  security  deposit  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (a)(l)(ii)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  sufficient  to  meet  expenses  attribut¬ 
able  to  the  area  in  question  until  a  suf¬ 
ficient  number  of  the  building  sites  are 
occupied  and  connected  to  the  facility 
to  provide  enough  revenue  to  meet  op¬ 
erating,  maintenance,  debt  service  and 
reserve  requirements;  or 

*  *  *  •  * 

2.  Section  1823.23  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  Introductory  text  and  para¬ 
graph  (e)  (2)  as  follows: 

§  1823.23  Design  policies. 

Facilities  financed  by  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration  (FmHA)  will  be 
designed  and  constructed  in  accordance 
with  sound  engineering  and  architec¬ 
tural  practices,  and  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  applicable  Federal,  State  and 
local  agencies  having  jurisdiction  in 
such  matters. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  •  *  • 

(2)  Each  system  will  be  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  appropriate  State  and  local 
Department  of  Health  or  environmental 
quality  requirements. 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  Section  1823.26  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 
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§  1823.26  Preliminary  engineering  and 
architectural  report*. 

Reports  shall  be  prepared  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  customary  professional  stand¬ 
ards.  FmHA  has  guides  for  preparing 
preliminary  architectural/engineering 
reports  for  water,  sewer,  solid  waste, 
storm  sewer  projects,  and  other  com¬ 
munity  facilities. 

4.  Section  1823.27  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  1823.27  Construction  contract  form*. 

Standard  contract  documents  pre¬ 
scribed  for  use  by  borrowers  and 
grantees  in  Federally  assisted  projects 
may  be  used  for  all  community  facility 
projects  including  water  and  waste  dis¬ 
posal  systems  and  buildings,  such  as 
hospitals  and  nursing  homes.  These 
standard  documents  are  published  by 
FmHA  as  guide  19,  "Agreement,”  with 
attachments  1  through  9.  These  docu¬ 
ments  may  be  reviewed  at  the  local 
FmHA  office.  Applicants  may  obtain 
copies  of  the  documents  from  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Consulting  Engineers  Council,  1155 
15th  Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20005;  Associated  General  Contractors 
of  America,  1957  E  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006;  and  the  National  So¬ 
ciety  of  Professional  Engineers,  2029  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
When  these  standard  contract  docu¬ 
ments  are  used,  it  will  normally  not  be 
necessary  to  obtain  prior  approval  of  the 
Office  of  General  Counsel. 

(a)  For  those  projects  where  a  per¬ 
formance  and  payment  bond  is  not  pro¬ 
vided,  Guide  17,  “Construction  Contract 
Documents,”  may  be  used.  This  guide 
may  be  obtained  from  the  local  FmHA 
office. 

(b)  Contract  documents  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Institute  of  Architects  (ALA)  may 
be  used  for  appropriate  projects  when 
modified  to  comply  with  this  part  and 
by  Including  FmHA  supplemental  gen¬ 
eral  conditions.  AIA  documents  must  be 
submitted  for  prior  review  and  approval 
by  the  Regional  Attorney. 

5.  Section  1823.29  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (b)  (2)  and  (d)  (3) 
and  by  adding  paragraph  (d)  (9)  as 
follows; 

§  1823.29  Procurement,  bidding,  and 

contract  awards. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  •  •  • 

(2)  All  procurement  transactions  re¬ 
gardless  of  whether  negotiated  or  ad¬ 
vertised  and  without  regard  to  dollar 
value  shall  be  conducted  in  a  manner  so 
as  to  provide  maximum  open  and  free 
competition.  The  borrower  should  be 
alert  to  organizational  conflicts  of  in¬ 
terest  or  noncompetitive  practices 
among  contractors  which  may  restrict 
or  eliminate  competition  or  otherwise 
restrain  trade.  Performance  specifica¬ 
tions  and  the  term  “or  equal”  may  be 
used  for  equipment  and  materials.  In 
specifying  pipe,  however,  the  acceptable 
materials)  should  be  designed  into  the 
project  to  assure  proper  installation  of 
the  material  chosen  and  to  avoid  uncer¬ 
tainty  and  misunderstanding.  This  can 
be  done  In  the  following  ways : 


(i)  By  reference  to  nationally  known 
materials  standards  such  as  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Society  for  Testing  and  Materials 
(A.S.TM.) ,  American  Water  Works  As¬ 
sociation  (A.W.W-A.) ,  and  Federal  spec¬ 
ifications  and  standards,  or  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  similar  agencies.  In  referring  to 
standards,  however,  care  must  be  ex¬ 
ercised  to  assure  that  the  desired  type  of 
material  is  selected  since  many  stand¬ 
ards  cover  two  or  more  types. 

(ii)  By  specifying  two  or  more  mate¬ 
rials,  any  one  of  which  is  acceptable  to 
the  owner. 

(iii)  By  specifying  the  particular  ma¬ 
terial  required  for  the  project.  In  speci¬ 
fying  materials,  the  owner  and  his  con¬ 
sultant  will  consider  all  materials  suit¬ 
able  for  the  project.  Where  materials 
which  would  normally  be  suitable  are  not 
included  for  bidding,  the  owner  and  his 
consultant  must  be  prepared  to  justify 
the  selection  of  the  material  used. 

•  •  *  *  • 

(d)  •  •  • 

(3)  In  all  contracts  for  construction  or 
facility  improvements  awarded  in  excess 
of  $100,000,  the  borrower  shall  require 
bonds  assuring  performance  and  pay¬ 
ments  of  100  percent  of  the  contract 
costs.  For  contracts  of  lesser  amounts  the 
borrower  may  require  such  bonds.  When 
a  performance  and  payment  bond  is  not 
provided,  contractors  will  furnish  evi¬ 
dence  of  payment  in  full  for  all  materials, 
labor,  and  any  other  items  procured 
under  the  contract.  Form  FmHA  424-10, 
“Release  By  Claimants,”  and  Form 
FmHA  424-9,  "Certificate  of  Contractor’s 
Release,”  may  be  obtained  at  the  local 
FmHA  office  and  used  for  this  purpose. 
When  a  performance  and  payment  bond 
is  provided,  the  United  States  acting 
through  the  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion  will  be  named  as  co-obligee  in  these 
bonds  unless  prohibited  by  state  law. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(9)  Each  contract  in  excess  of  $2,500 
shall  contain  FmHA  supplemental  gen¬ 
eral  conditions.  These  conditions  are 
contained  in  the  FmHA  Guide  18,  “Sup¬ 
plemental  General  Conditions,”  and  may 
be  obtained  from  the  local  FmHA  office. 

•  •  •  •  • 

6.  Section  1823.30  is  revised  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  1823.30  Preconstruction  conference. 

Prior  to  beginning  construction. 
FmHA  will  review  the  planned  develop¬ 
ment  with  the  applicant,  its  engineer, 
resident  inspector,  attorney,  contrac¬ 
tors,  and  other  interested  parties.  The 
conference  will  thoroughly  cover  the 
items  included  in  Form  FmHA  424-16, 
“Record  of  Preconstruction  Confer¬ 
ence,”  and  all  discussions  and  agree¬ 
ments  will  be  documented  on  the  form. 

7.  Section  1823.32  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  introductory  paragraph,  add¬ 
ing  paragraph  (a)  (5),  redesignating  the 
present  paragraph  (b)  as  paragraph 
(c)  and  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (b) 
as  follows: 

§  1823.32  Resident  inspection. 

Full-time  resident  Inspection  Is  re¬ 
quired  for  all  construction  unless  a  writ¬ 


ten  exception  is  made  by  FmHA.  Unless 
otherwise  agreed,  the  resident  inspec¬ 
tor  will  be  provided  by  the  consulting 
architect  or  engineer.  Prior  to  the  pre¬ 
construction  conference,  the  architect  or 
engineer  will  submit  a  resume  of  quali¬ 
fications  of  the  resident  inspector  to 
the  applicant  and  to  FmHA  for  accept¬ 
ance  in  writing.  If  the  applicant  provides 
the  resident  Inspector,  it  must  submit  a 
resume  of  the  inspector’s  qualifications 
to  the  project  architect  or  engineer  and 
FmHA  for  acceptance  in  writing  prior  to 
the  preconstruction  conference.  The  resi¬ 
dent  inspector  will  attend  the  precon¬ 
struction  conference  where  his  duties 
and  responsibilities  will  be  fully  dis¬ 
cussed.  The  resident  inspector  will  work 
under  the  general  supervision  of  the 
project  architect  or  engineer.  A  guide 
format  for  preparing  daily  Inspection  re¬ 
ports  and  Form  FmHA  424-18,  “Partial 
Payment  Estimate,”  are  available  on  re¬ 
quest  from  FmHA. 

(a)  *  •  • 

(5)  The  daily  diary  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  to  FmHA  personnel  and  will  be  re¬ 
viewed  during  project  inspections. 

(b)  Prefinal  inspections.  A  prefinal  in¬ 
spection  will  be  made  by  the  borrower, 
resident  inspector,  project  architect  or 
engineer,  representatives  of  other  agen¬ 
cies  involved  in  project  financing,  the 
County  Supervisor,  the  FmHA  represent¬ 
ative  designated  by  the  State  Director 
to  assist  the  County  Supervisor  in  proj¬ 
ect  development,  and  a  member  of  the 
FmHA  State  Office  staff,  preferably  the 
State  Staff  architect  or  engineer.  A  list  of 
items  necessary  for  project  completion 
will  be  developed  and  agreed  upon  dur¬ 
ing  the  prefinal  inspection.  The  inspec¬ 
tion  results  will  be  recorded  by  the  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  State  Office  staff  on  Form 
FmHA  424-12,  “Inspection  Report,”  and 
a  copy  provided  all  appropriate  parties. 

$  $  $  $  $ 

8.  Section  1823.33  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  1828.33  Changes  in  development  plans. 

(a)  Changes  in  development  plans 
may  be  approved  by  FmHA  when  re¬ 
quested  by  borrowers,  Provided: 

(1)  Funds  are  available  to  cover  any 
additional  costs; 

(2)  The  change  is  for  an  authorized 
loan  purpose;  and 

(3)  It  will  not  adversely  affect  the 
soundness  of  the  facility  operation  or 
FmHA’s  security. 

(b)  Changes  will  be  recorded  on  Form 
FmHA  424-7,  “Contract  Change  Order.” 
Change  orders  must  be  approved  by  the 
FmHA  State  Director  or  his  designated 
representative. 

(c)  Changes  should  be  accomplished 
only  after  FmHA  approval  and  all 
changes  which  affect  the  work  shall  be 
authorized  only  by  means  of  a  contract 
change  order.  The  change  order  will  in¬ 
clude  items  such  as: 

(1)  Any  changes  in  labor  and  mate¬ 
rials  and  their  respective  costs. 

(2)  Changes  in  facility  design. 

(3)  Any  decrease  or  increase  in  quanti¬ 
ties  based  on  final  measurements  that  are 
different  from  those  shown  in  the  bidding 
schedule. 
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(4)  Any  increase  or  decrease  in  the 
time  to  complete  the  project. 

(d)  All  changes  shall  be  recorded  on 
a  chronologically  numbered  contract 
change  order  as  they  occur.  Change  or¬ 
ders  will  not  be  included  in  payment 
estimates  until  approved  by  all  parties. 

(7  UJ3.C.  1989;  delegation  of  authority  by  the 
Sec.  of  Agrl.,  7  CFR  2.23;  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  by  the  Asst.  Sec.  for  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  7  CFR  2.70) . 

[FR  Doc.76-18342  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am) 

Title  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  I— NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

PART  9— PUBLIC  RECORDS 

Amendments  of  Privacy  Act  and  Freedom 

of  Information  Act  Regulations;  Correc¬ 
tion 

In  FR  Doc.  76-14834,  appearing  at 
page  20645  in  the  issue  for  Thursday, 
May  20,  1976,  make  the  following 

changes. 

1.  In  the  first  column  the  fifth  line 
of  the  fourth  paragraph  is  corrected  to 
read; 

“rection  of  records  to  60  days”. 

2.  In  the  middle  column,  the  eighth 
line  of  §  9.65(b)  is  corrected  to  read: 

‘‘within  60  days  of  the  receipt  of”. 

3.  In  the  third  column,  the  ninth  line 
of  9  9.66(b)  is  corrected  to  read: 

“should  be  filed  within  60  days”. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
9th  day  of  June  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Lee  V.  Gossick, 
Executive  Director 
for  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.76-18181  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  76-CE-22-AD;  Amdt.  39-2650] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Beech  Model  65-88  Airplanes 

AD  73-23-4.  Amendment  39-1813  (39 
FR  13072,  13073) ,  which  revised  Amend¬ 
ments  39-1740  (38  FR  3867)  and  39- 
1771  (39  FR  2469),  is  an  Airworthiness 
Directive  (AD)  applicable  to  Beech 
Models  50,  65,  65-80  and  70  series  air¬ 
planes.  AD  73-23-4  requires  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  either  Beech  Nacelle  In¬ 
terior  Fire  Seal  Kits  65-9008-1  or  65- 
9008-3  as  applicable  within  100  hours’ 
time  in  service  after  July  1,  1974.  Sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  issuance  of  AD  73-23-4 
as  revised  the  manufacturer  advised 
that  some  65-9008-3  kits  sent  from  the 
factory  for  installation  on  Beech  Model 
65-88  airplanes  in  compliance  with  the 
AD  inadvertently  contained  only  one 
P/N  50-980109-5  shield  instead  of  the 
required  two  shields.  If  so  installed, 
these  kits  would  not  provide  adequate 
fire  protection.  Since  this  condition  is 
likely  to  exist  In  other  airplanes  of  the 


same  type  design,  an  AD  is  being  issued, 
applicable  to  Beech  Model  65-88  air¬ 
planes,  requiring  inspection  of  the  fire 
shield  installation  made  in  accordance 
with  Beech  Kit  65-9008-3  and  correc¬ 
tion  as  necessary. 

Since  a  situation  exists  which  requires 
expeditious  adoption  of  the  amendment, 
notice  and  public  procedure  hereon  are 
impracticable  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  14  CFR  11.89 
(31  FR  13697),  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  AD. 

Beech.  Applies  to  Model  65-88  (Serial  Num¬ 
bers  LP-1  thru  LP-26,  LP-28  and  LP-30 
thru  LP-47)  airplanes. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  correct  improper  fire  shield  installa¬ 
tions  made  in  accordance  with  Beech  Kit  No. 
65-9008-3,  within  50  hours’  time  in  service 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  accom¬ 
plish  the  following : 

A.  Visually  inspect  the  LH  and  RH  Nacelle 
fire  shield  installations  in  accordance  with 
instructions  contained  in  Beechcraft  Service 
Instructions  0809-065,  or  later  approved  re¬ 
visions,  to  determine  whether  the  small  P/N 
50-980109-5  shield  is  Installed  above  the 
second  stage  augmentor  tube  on  the  Inboard 
side  of  both  Nacelles. 

B.  If  either  the  LH  or  RH  Are  shield  in¬ 
stallations  do  not  include  the  P/N  50- 
980109-5  shield,  install  this  part  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Beechcraft  Service  Instructions 
0809-065  or  later  approved  revisions. 

C.  Aircraft  may  be  flown  in  accordance 
with  FAR  21.197  to  a  location  where  the  AD 
may  be  accomplished. 

D.  Any  equivalent  method  of  compliance 
with  this  AD  must  be  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
FA  A,  Central  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  1, 1976. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603.  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421  and 
1423);  and  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
June  17, 1976. 

John  E.  Shaw, 

Acting  Director, 
Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.76-  18312  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  76-NW-2-AD; 

Amendment  39-2648] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Boeing  Model  727  Series  Airplanes 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  ex¬ 
ternal/internal  visual  inspections  of  the 
lower  fuselage  body  skin  in  the  BBL  0 
area  from  Body  Stations  360  to  740  and 
along  Stringers  27  and  28  from  the  for¬ 
ward  end  of  the  body  fairing  to  Body  Sta¬ 
tion  740  on  Boeing  Model  727  series  air¬ 
planes  was  published  in  41  FR  12305. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment.  Comments  were 


received  from  the  Air  Transport  Associa¬ 
tion  of  America  (ATA).  One  comment 
was  that  the  proposed  requirements 
would  create  a  substantial  burden  for 
some  airlines  because  of  the  need  to  re¬ 
vise  their  already  successful  maintenance 
programs.  The  inspection  periods  of  the 
proposed  AD  were  selected  as  the  most 
reasonable  to  maintain  adequate  control 
of  the  corrosion/cracking  of  the  affected 
area.  An  operator  may  seek  increased 
inspection  intervals  by  following  the 
standard  procedures  which  are  contained 
in  paragraph  G  of  the  AD.  Also,  the  com¬ 
mentator  stated  that  standardization  of 
corrosion  control  programs  by  AD  action 
will  remove  the  responsibility  from  the 
FAA  Principal  Maintenance  Insp  '  ->rs 
(PMI’s)  who  possess  detailed  knowledge 
of  such  programs.  The  FAA  agrees  that 
the  PMI's  possess  knowledge  of  their  par¬ 
ticular  assigned  operator’s  corrosion  pro¬ 
grams:  however,  the  BBL  O/Stringers 
27  and  28  problem  is  a  design-oriented 
problem.  Correction  of  the  problem  to¬ 
gether  with  the  normal  maintenance 
program  will  restore  the  airplane  to  an 
acceptable  level  of  airworthiness  for  op¬ 
eration.  Additionally,  it  should  not  be 
overlooked  that  fuselage  skin  cracking 
due  to  corrosion,  which  resulted  in  de¬ 
pressurization,  has  occurred  in  several 
instances  on  airplanes  operating  under 
approved  maintenance  programs.  The 
FAA  believes  that  corrective  action  is 
necessary  to  assure  that  these  failures 
will  not  continue. 

Two  comments  submitted  by  the  ATA 
contended  that  the  wording  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  was  confusing.  One  was  that  refer¬ 
ence  to  accomplishment  is  made  only  to 
Figures  1,  2,  and  3  of  the  Boeing  Service 
Bulletin  and  not  to  the  entire  “Accom¬ 
plish  Instructions”  paragraph  of  the 
service  bulletin.  The  purpose  for  making 
reference  only  to  specific  figures,  which 
contain  the  particular  inspection  pro¬ 
cedures,  is  that  not  all  portions  of  the 
service  bulletin  are  considered  accept¬ 
able.  The  other  similar  comment  was 
that  the  wording  does  not  appear  to  allow 
the  optional  external  low  frequency  eddy 
current  inspection.  This  inspection  is  not 
considered  acceptable  for  detection  of 
corrosion,  mainly  due  to  inexperience 
with  the  method. 

Several  ATA  comments  suggested 
higher  inspection  intervals  than  those 
proposed.  As  mentioned  above,  the  in¬ 
spection  periods  which  have  been  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  FAA  are  considered  ap¬ 
propriate  to  maintain  adequate  control 
of  the  problem. 

Another  comment  was  that  the  pro¬ 
posal  was  not  clear  regarding  removal 
frequency  of  the  ram  air  doors  and  split¬ 
ter  vane  for  the  external  inspection.  The 
FAA  agrees  and  accordingly,  a  paragraph 
has  been  added  which  clarifies  this. 

Two  similar  comments  stated  that  the 
proposal  and  service  bulletin,  in  effect,  do 
not  allow  any  corrosion  to  exist  in  the 
problem  area  and  that  it  is  structurally 
and  economically  impossible  to  maintain 
any  aircraft  with  such  stringent  require¬ 
ments.  The  FAA  agrees;  accordingly,  Re¬ 
vision  3  to  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No. 
727-53-128  has  been  issued  to  revise  the 
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area  of  internal  Inspection  required  upon 
detection  of  corrosion  by  external  means. 

Another  comment  was  that  removal  of 
the  sealant  along  the  stringer  and  strap, 
as  required  for  internal  inspection,  was 
technically  unjustified  when  the  seal  is 
not  deteriorated.  Although  removal  of  an 
acceptable  seal  may  appear  to  be  totally 
unnecessary,  service  history  of  the  BBL 
0/  Stringers  27  and  28  problem  includes 
reports  of  severe  corrosion  between  the 
stringer  and  external  skin  or  BBL  0  strap 
and  external  skin  without  obvious  attack 
to  the  sealant.  Furthermore,  satisfactory 
determination  of  an  acceptable  seal  (not 
deteriorated)  is  questionable. 

One  ATA  operator  requested  that  the 
proposal,  if  adopted,  allow  conversion  of 
calendar  time  (months)  to  flight  hours. 
Corrosion  is  considered  a  factor  of  cal¬ 
endar  time.  However,  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  AD,  an  operator  may  obtain 
approval  for  inspection  intervals  in 
terms  of  flight  hours  with  certain  limi¬ 
tations  relative  to  a  maximum  calendar 
time.  The  commentator  recommended 
that  paragraph  A  of  the  proposal  include 
two  six (6) -month  external  inspections 
prior  to  the  first  extemal/internal  in¬ 
spection.  The  AD  incorporates  this  fea¬ 
ture. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
S  39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  airworthiness  directive: 

Bohnc:  Applies  to  Boeing  Model  727  series 
airplanes,  categorized  as  Oroup  I  and  n 
In  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No.  727-53- 
128,  Revision  2,  or  later  FAA  approved 
revisions,  and  certificated  In  all  cate¬ 
gories.  Compliance  required  as  Indicated. 

To  detect  corrosion  and/or  cracking  in  the 
lower  body  skin  (1)  along  BBL  O  from  Body 
Stations  360  to  740  and  along  Stringers  28L 
and  28R  from  the  forward  end  of  the  body 
fairing  to  Body  Station  740  on  Oroup  I  air¬ 
planes  and  (2)  along  Stringers  27L  and  27R 
from  the  forward  end  ot  the  body  fairing 
to  Body  Station  740  on  Group  I  and  n  air¬ 
planes,  accomplish  the  following: 

A.  Within  the  next  six  (6)  months  from 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  unless  accom¬ 
plished  within  the  last  eighteen  (18) 
months,  and  thereafter  at  Intervals  not  to 
exceed  twenty-four  (24)  months,  Inspect  In 
accordance  with  the  extemal/internal  visual 
Inspection  procedures  of  Figures  1  and  3  of 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No.  727-63-128,  Re¬ 
vision  2,  or  later  FAA  approved  revisions,  or 
equivalent  procedures  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
FAA  Northwest  Region;  or, 

’  B.  1.  Within  eighteen  (18)  .months  from 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  unless  accom¬ 
plished  within  the  last  eighteen  (18) 
months,  and  thereafter  at  Intervals  not  to 
exceed  thirty-six  (36)  months,  Inspect  In 
accordance  with  the  extemal/internal  visual 
Inspection  procedures  of  Figures  1  and  3 
of  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No.  727-53-128, 
Revision  2,  or  later  FAA  approved  revisions, 
or  equivalent  procedures  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch.  FAA  Northwest  Region;  and. 

2.  Within  the  next  six  (6)  months  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  unless  accom¬ 
plished  within  the  last  six  (6)  months,  and 
thereafter  at  Intervals  not  to  exceed  six  (6) 
months  until  an  extemal/internal  Inspec¬ 


tion  Is  performed  pursuant  to  paragraph  B.l 
above.  Inspect  In  acordance  with  the  ex¬ 
ternal  visual  inspection  procedures  of  Figure 
1  of  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No.  727-63-128, 
Revision  2,  or  later  FAA  approved  revisions, 
or  an  equivalent  procedure  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA  Northwest  Region;  and, 

3.  Within  twenty-four  (24)  months  after 
each  extemal/internal  Inspection  conducted 
per  paragraph  B.l  above,  and  thereafter  at 
Intervals  not  to  exceed  six  (6)  months  until 
the  next  external/internal  Inspection  per 
paragraph  B.l  Is  performed.  Inspect  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  external  visual  Inspection 
procedures  of  Figure  1  of  Boeing  Service 
Bulletin  No.  727-63-128,  Revision  2,  or  later 
FAA  approved  revisions,  or  an  equivalent 
procedure  approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineer¬ 
ing  and  Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA  North¬ 
west  Region. 

C.  If  the  Inspections  conducted  per  para¬ 
graphs  A  or  B  reveal  corrosion  and/or  crack¬ 
ing,  repair  in  accordance  with  Boeing  Service 
Bulletin  No.  727-63-128,  or  later  FAA  ap¬ 
proved  revisions,  or  In.  a  manner  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Branch,  FAA  Northwest  Region. 

D.  Areas  repaired  In  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  C,  the  Boeing  727  Structural  Repair 
Manual,  or  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No.  727- 
63-73,  or  later  FAA  approved  revisions,  need 
not  comply  with  the  inspection  requirements 
of  this  AD,  provided  faying  surface  sealant 
was  applied  to  the  faying  surfaces.  Areas  In 
which  corrosion  and/or  cracking  Is  not  found, 
must  be  relnspected  per  paragraph  A  or  B 
until  terminating  action  per  paragraph  F 
Is  accomplished. 

E.  The  left  and  right  hand  ram  air  Inlet 
doors  and  splitter  vane  need  only  be  removed 
every  other  external  inspection  of  paragraph 
B.2  and  B.3. 

F.  Modifications  in  accordance  with  Part 
I — paragraph  C  or  Part  II — paragraph  C,  as 
applicable,  of  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No. 
727-63-128,  or  later  FAA  approved  revisions, 
or  an  installation  approved  by  the  Chief,  En¬ 
gineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA 
Northwest  Region,  constitutes  terminating 
action  for  the  areas  specified  In  the  service 
bulletin. 

O.  Upon  request  of  the  operator,  an  FAA 
maintenance  Inspector,  subject  to  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  FAA  Northwest  Region, 
may  adjust  the  repetitive  Inspection  Inter¬ 
vals  in  this  AD,  If  the  request  contains  sub¬ 
stantiating  data  to  Justify  the  increase  for 
that  operator. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in 
this  directive  are  incorporated  herein  and 
made  a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
552(a)(1). 

All  persons  affected  by  this  directive, 
who  have  not  already  received  these  doc¬ 
uments  from  the  manufacturer,  may  ob¬ 
tain  copies  upon  request  to  Boeing  Com¬ 
mercial  Airplane  Company,  P.O.  Box 
3707,  Seattle,  Washington  98124.  The 
documents  may  also  be  examined  at  FAA 
Northwest  Region,  9010  East  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle,  Washington. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  2, 1976. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1968  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
and  1423)  and  of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1656(c))) 

The  incorporation  by  reference  provi¬ 
sions  in  the  document  were  approved  by 


the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  19. 1967. 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  June  15, 
1976. 

C.  B.  Walk,  Jr., 

Director, 

Northwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.76-18184  Filed  S-23-76;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  76-NE-24;  Arndt.  39-2649] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

General  Electric  Engine  Models  CT58- 
100-2,  CT58- 110-1,  CT58-1 10-2, 

CT58— 140— 1,  CT 58-140-1  Series  A&L 
and  CT58-140— 2 

There  have  been  failures  of  the  oil 
cooler-to-fuel  filter  fuel  hose  on  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Model  CT58  Turboshaft 
Engines  resulting  in  complete  power  loss. 
Failure  results  from  fl resleeve  binding 
compound  which  chemically  attacks  the 
fuel  hose  wire  braid  material  when  sub¬ 
ject  to  engine  environment  heat. 

Since  this  condition  is  likely  to  exist 
or  develop  in  other  hoses  of  the  same 
model,  an  Airworthiness  Directive  is  be¬ 
ing  issued  to  require  replacement  of  these 
hoses  with  new  improved  hoses  which 
have  a  cement  compound  that  will  with¬ 
stand  the  engine  heat  environment. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697) 
8  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  Airworthiness  Directive: 

General  Electric  Company.  Applies  to  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Company  CT58- 100-2, 
CT58-110-1,  CT68-110-2,  CT68-140-1, 

CT58-140-1  Series  A/L  and  CT58- 140-2 
engine  fuel  system  hose,  P/N  37C300486- 
P101,  P/N  37C300486P102,  or  P/N  37C- 
300486P103  with  Identification  band 
bearing  a  manufacture  date  of  1968  or 
earlier.  Hoses  with  red/orange  molded 
silicone  flresleevlng  are  not  affected 
by  this  AD.  Compliance  required  unless 
already  accomplished,  within  the  next 
thirty  (30)  days  time  In  service  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 

To  prevent  possible  failure  of  oil  cooler-to- 
fuel  filter  hose  Identified  above,  remove  flre¬ 
sleevlng  from  hose  and  Inspect  for  corrosion 
or  broken  braiding  In  accordance  with  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Alert  Service  BuUetln  No.  A73- 
69  or  later  FAA  approved  revision,  or  equiv¬ 
alent  inspection  method  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  New  England  Region,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration.  Hoses  passing  Inspection 
must  have  new  flresleevlng  appUed  per  Sec¬ 
tion  72-09-03  of  the  applicable  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Engine  Overhaul  Manual.  Hoses  rejected 
due  to  this  Inspection  must  be  replaced  with 
new  hose  P/N  37C300486P101,  P/N  37C300486- 
P102  or  P/N  37C300486P103  with  Identifica¬ 
tion  band  bearing  a  manufacture  date  of 
1969  or  later.  Approved  replacement  flre¬ 
sleevlng  Is  Identified  In  General  Electric 
Alert  Service  Bulletin  No.  A73-69  or  later 
FAA  approved  revision. 
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Upon  request  of  the  operator,  an  FAA 
maintenance  Inspector,  subject  to  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufac¬ 
turing  Branch,  FAA,  New  England  Region, 
may  adjust  the  compliance  time  specified  In 
the  AD  to  permit  compliance  at  an  estab¬ 
lished  Inspection  period  of  the  operator  If 
the  request  contains  substantiating  data  to 
justify  the  increase  for  that  operator. 

General  Electric  Company  Service  Bulle¬ 
tins  lndentified  In  this  directive  are  Incor¬ 
porated  herein  and  made  a  part  hereof  pur¬ 
suant  to  6  U.S.C.  552(a)(1).  All  persons  af¬ 
fected  by  this  directive  who  have  not  already 
received  these  Service  Bulletins  from  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Company  may  receive  copies 
upon  request  to  General  Electric  Company, 
1000  Western  Avenue,  Lynn,  Massachusetts 
01910.  These  documents  may  also  be  exam¬ 
ined  at  the  New  England  Region,  FAA,  12 
New  England  Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803,  and  at  FAA  Headquar¬ 
ters,  800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  O.C. 

A  historical  file  on  this  AD  which  includes 
the  Incorporated  material  In  full  Is  main¬ 
tained  by  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  at  Its  Headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C., 
and  at  the  New  England  Regional  Office  In 
Burlington,  Massachusetts. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  6, 1976. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  June  16, 1976. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

The  Incorporation  by  reference  provi¬ 
sions  in  this  document  was  approved  by 
the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  19, 1967. 

William  E.  Crosby, 
Acting  Director, 

New  England  Region. 

|  FR  Doc.76- 18185  Filed  6-23-76; 8:45  am] 


| Docket  No.  15707;  Arndt.  39-2612] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Start  &  Flug  GmbH.  H101  “Salto”  Gliders 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-123950  appearing  at 
page  19620  in  the  issue  of  Thursday, 
May  13,  1976,  the  headings  should  have 
read  as  set  forth  above. 


| Docket  No.  15824;  Amdt.  No.  95-266] 

PART  95— IFR  ALTITUDES 
Miscellaneous  Changes 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
95  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Chapter  I)  is  to  make  changes 
in  the  IFR  altitudes  at  which  all  aircraft 
shall  be  flown  over  a  specified  route  or 


25999 

any  portion  of  a  route.  These  altitudes, 
when  used  in  conjunction  with  the  cur¬ 
rent  changeover  points  for  the  routes  or 
portions  of  routes,  also  assure  naviga¬ 
tional  coverage  that  is  adequate  and  free 
of  frequency  interference. 

Since  situations  exist  which  demand 
immediate  action  in  the  interest  of  safe¬ 
ty,  I  find  that  compliance  with  the  no¬ 
tice  and  procedure  provisions  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  is  impracti¬ 
cable  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  within 
less  than  30  days  from  publication. 

(Secs.  307  and  1110  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  §§  1348  and  1510);  and 
sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  §  1655(C) ).) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  FR  5662) , 
Subpart  C  of  Part  95  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  is  amended  as  follows, 
effective  July  15, 1976. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  17, 
1976. 

James  M.  Vines,  • 

Chief, 

Aircraft  Programs  Division. 
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RULES  AND 

REGULATIONS 

•95.1001  DIRECT  ROUTES-U.S. 

195.6002  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  2 

Is  added  to  read: 

Is  amended  to  read  la  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA* 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Albany,  Ga.  VOR 

Moultrie,  Go.  VOR 

2000 

Livingston,  Mont.  VOR 

Reepo  DME  Fix,  Mont. 

*9000 

MAA-7000 

•8300-MOCA 

Boise,  Idaho  YOR 

Zulus  DME  Fix,  Idaho 

Reepo  DME  Fix,  Mont. 

Columbus  DME  Fix,  Moat. 

E-bound 

17000 

W-bound 

9000 

W-bound 

8500 

E-bound 

7000 

Zulus  DME  Fix,  Idaho 

Nappy  INT,  Idaho 

*17000 

ColumbuS  DME  Fix,  Motif.  Billings,  Mont.  VOR 

‘1300C-UOCA 

COP  77  NM  BOI 

W-bound 

9000 

Nappy  INT,  Idaho 

Idaho  Falls,  Idaho  YOR 

E-bound  ~ 

6000 

W-bound 

17000 

Watson  INT,  Mont. 

Baxta  INT,  Mont. 

E -bound 

8000 

Via  N  alter. 

Yia  N  alter. 

•13000 

Moultrie,  Go.  YOR 

Valdosta,  Ga.  YOR 

2000 

•10900-MOCA 

MAA-7000 

Baxta  INT,  Mont. 

Palin  INT,  Mont. 

Vofdcsfo,  Go,  YOR 

Way  cross,  Go.  YOR 

2300 

Yia  N  alter. 

Yia  N  alter. 

MAA-7000 

W-bound 

10500 

E-bound 

7000 

{95.10*1  DIRECT  ROUTES-U.S. 

Pelje  INT,  Mont. 

Billings,  Moat.  VOR 

(s  amended  by  adding: 

Yia  N  altar. 

Yia  N  altar. 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

W-bound 

7000 

Scurry,  Tex.  VORTAC 

Nacogdoches,  Tex.  RBN 

*4000 

E-bound 

6000 

•2200-MOCA 

COP  67  Scurry 

•Tovar  INT,  N.D. 

Jomestown,  N.D,  YOR 

Cuney  INT,  Tex. 

Nacogdoches,  Tax.  RBN 

*2500 

Yia  N  alter. 

Yia  N  alter. 

**3900 

*2200 -MOCA 

•4500-MRA 

“3000-MOCA 

(95.1001  DIRECT  ROUTES-U.S. 

•Chaffee  INT,  N.D. 

Forgo,  N.D.  YOR 

*3300 

Is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

• 

•5400-MRA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

*2200 -MOCA 

College  Stotion,  Tex.  YOR  Greater  Southwest,  Tex.  YOR  *5000 

Prescott  INT,  Wise. 

Peg  INT,  Minn. 

2900 

•3300-MOCA 

(95.6004  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  4 

-• 

Il  amended  to  read  ia  pert: 

595.1001  DIRECT  ROUTES-U.S. 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

is  added  to  read: 

Thurman,  Coto.  YOR 

Goodland,  Kans.  VOR 

7000 

Lansing  INT,  Kans. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.  YOR 

2600 

Atlantic  Routes 

£95.6007  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  7 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Is  amended  to  read  in  part; 

AR7 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Bimini,  Bh.  NOB 

Adoor  INT,  Fla. 

2500 

Lofoyette,  Ind.  YOR 

Chicogo  Heights,  III,  YOR 

2500 

MAA-45000 

•Adoor  INT,  Flo. 

Ozena  INT,  Fla. 

2500 

MAA-45000 

£95.6008  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  1 

*30000-MRA 

Is  emended  to  rend  in  part: 

Ozena  INT,  Fla. 

Miloe  INT,  S.C 

2500 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Akron,  Colo.  VOR 

INT  081  M  rad  Akron  VOR  & 

£95.6001  YOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  1 

235  M  rod  Hayes  Center  YOR 

is  amended  to  delete: 

Yia  S  alter. 

Yia  S  alter. 

♦6500 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

•5400-MOCA. 

Pinetown  INT,  N.C. 

Sunbury  INT,  N.C. 

INT  08 1  M  rod  Akron  VOR  &  235  Hayes  Center,  Nebr.  YOR 

Yia  E  alter. 

Yia  E  alter. 

•4000 

M  rod  Hayes  Center  YOR 

*1500 -MOCA 

Yia  S  alter. 

Via  S  alter. 

7000 

Iowa  City,  Iowa  VOR 

Nichols  INT,  Iowa 

*2300 

•1800-MOCA 

§95.6001  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  1 

Nichols  INT,  Iowa 

Buffalo  INT,  Iowa 

*2300 

is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

‘2000-MOCA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Buffalo  INT,  Iowa 

Moline,  III.  YOR 

*2300 

Pinetown  INT,  N.C 

Cofield,  N.C.  YOR 

*2 100 -MOCA 

Vio  E  alter. 

Yia  E  alter. 

2000 

Moline,  III.  YOR 

Genso  INT,  III. 

2800 
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VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  l-Wd.  I95.6424  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  SI 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

It  tmsaled  to  toad  la  parti 

Canto  INT,  III. 

Wynet  INT,  III. 

*3600 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

*2100 -MOCA 

Aberdeen,  S.D.VOR 

Watertown,  S.D.  VOR* 

im 

Wjmont  INT,  III. 

Tride  INT,  IN. 

•2500 

•310Q-MOCA 

‘1900-MOCA 

Tride  INT,  III. 

Jaliet,  III.  VOR 

*2500 

595.6025  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  25 

•2000-MOCA 

It  amended  to  read  ia  parti 

Joliet,  111.  VOR 

Chicago  Heights,  IN.  Y0R 

*2600 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

*2 300 -MOCA 

Klamath  Folia,  Ore.  VOR  Sprog,  INT,  Ora. 

-N-bound 

11001 

59SA0M  VOt  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  t 

S-bound 

10000 

It  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Sprog  INT,  Ora. 

OctodDME  Fix,  Ora. 

*12000 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

*9300 -MOCA 

Milwaukee,  Wit.  VOR 

Eden  INT,  Wit. 

3000 

Dctod  DME  Fix,  Ora, 

Redmond,  Ore.  VOR 

Eden  INT,  Wit. 

Oshkath,  Wit.  VOR 

2600 

S-bound 

12000 

Capital,  III.  VOR 

Cifba  INT,  III. 

2100 

N-bound 

7000 

Gtfra  INT,  III. 

Alant  INT,  III. 

2300 

Along  INT,  III. 

Pontiac,  1(1.  VOR 

2400 

§95.6826  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY.  26 

c 

It  amended  to  reed  in  pert: 

§95.4611  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  10 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

It  amended  la  read  ie  part: 

*  Oak  wood  INT,  S.D. 

Redwood  Fells,  Mina.  VOR 

“4600 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

•4000-MRA 

Dodge  City,  Kant.  VOR  Halford  INT,  Kant. 

•*4300 

“3000-MOCA 

t 

•4200-MRA 

Flying  Cloud,  Minn.  VOR  River  Foils  INT,  Wit. 

*3300 

“38 00 -MOCA 

*2300 -MOCA 

On  Soto  INT,  Kano. 

Blue  Springs,  Mo.  VOR 

River  Falls  INT,  Wit. 

Eau  Clair,  Wit. VOR 

3000 

Via  N  olter. 

Yia  N  alter. 

3100 

Phillip,  S.D.VOR 

Pierre,  S.D.VOR 

4000 

£*5-6012  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  12 

§95.6033  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  33 

It  amended  te  read  in  part: 

It  amended  to  delete: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Wichita,  Kant.  VOR 

De  Graff  INT,  Kant. 

3400 

Cofield,  N.C.  VOR 

Surry  INT,  Va. 

•2000 

•1400-MOCA 

£95.6013  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  13 

Surry  INT,  Vo. 

Horcum,  Va.  VOR 

2000 

it  amended  to  read  in  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Hope  INT,  Minn. 

Farmington,  Minn.  VOR 

3000 

§95.6031  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  31 

It  amended  to  delete: 

595.6014  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  14 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

It  emended  te  read  in  pert: 

Trlde  INT,  III. 

Joliet,  III.  VOR 

•2500 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

‘2000 -MOCA 

Tam  Haute,  !n<L  VOR 

Manhattan  INT,  tnd. 

2300 

Joliet,  III.  VOR 

Medan  INT,  III. 

•2400 

MmAattan  INT,  Imd. 

Fillmore  INT,  Ind. 

2700 

‘1900-MOCA 

Fillmore  INT,  Ind. 

Indianapolis,  Ind.  VOR 

2500 

Medan  INT,  III. 

Peotone,  111.  VOR 

•2400 

*2000 -MOCA 

595.601S  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  15 

Moline,  III.  VOR 

Genso  INT,  IK. 

'It  amended  ta  read  la  part: 

Yia  S  alter. 

Via  S  alter. 

2800 

FROM 

TO 

MEA  • 

Genso  INT,  III. 

Wynet  INT,  IK. 

Soux  City,  Iowa  VOR 

Contt  INT,  S.D. 

3400 

Via  S  alter. 

Yia  S  alter. 

•2600 

Cants  int,  s:d. 

Siou*  Follt,S.D.  VOR 

3400 

•2100-MOCA 

Wynet  INT,  III. 

Tride  INT,  III. 

595.6019  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  If 

Yia  S  alter. 

Yia  S  alter. 

•2500 

0  amended  to  road  ia  part: 

•1900-MOCA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Trlde  INT,  III. 

Medan  INT,  IK. 

Sheridan,  Wyo.  VOR 

Krona  DME  Fi*  Moot. 

8000 

Via  S  alter. 

Yia  S  alter. 

•4000 

Krona  DME  Fix,  Mont. 

Billings,  Mont.  VOR 

•2100-MOCA 

SE-bound 

•000 

Medan  INT,  III. 

Peafone,  III.  VOR 

NW-bound 

6000 

Yio  S  olter." 

Yia  S  alter. 

*2400 

Mllnjt,  Mont.  Y0R 

•Musselshell  INT,  ManL 

•2000-MOCA 

SE-bound 

*000 

NW-bound 

7700 

*8500 -MRA 

§95.6031  VOR  FEOERAL  AIRWAY  31 

Sheridan,  Wyo.  VOR 

Ardmo  DME  Fi*  MoaL 

Il  amended  . to  read  In  parti 

Via  E  altar. 

Yia  E  alter. 

8000 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Ardmo  DME  FI*  Mewl, 

Billtogt,  Meat.  VOR 

Trlde  INT,  IIL 

Medan  INT,  IIL 

•4000 

Via  E  altar. 

Via  E  alter. 

•2100-MOCA 

E-bound 

mo 

Medan  INT,  IIL 

Peotone,  HI.  YOR 

•2400 

W-boond 

mo 

•2000-MQCA 

2600P 
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$95.6639  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  39 

Indianapolis,  Ind.  VOR 

Dayton,  Ohio  VOR 

3000 

Is  amended  to  delete: 

Indionopolis,  Ind.  VOR 

Pendleton  INT,  Ind. 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Vie  N  alter. 

Vie  N  alter. 

2900 

Myrtle  Beech,  S.C  VOR 

Fayetteville,  N.C.  VOR 

•3000 

Pendleton  INT,  Ind. 

Muncie,  Ind.  VOR 

*1600 -MOCA 

MAA-5000 

Vie  Nailer. 

Via  N  alter. 

2100 

Muncie,  Ind.  VOR 

Dayton,  Ohio  VOR 

$95.6040  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  40 

Via  N  olter. 

Yio  N  olter. 

2800 

li  emended  to  read  in  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

$95.6051  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  51 

Cleveland.  Ohio  VOR 

Rittman  INT,  Ohio 

3000 

ft  emended  to  rood  in  port; 

Riftaan  INT,  Ohio 

Briggs,  Ohio  VOR 

5000 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

V 

Stock  well  INT,  Ind. 

Lafayette,  Ind.  VOR 

2500 

$95.6045  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  45 

Lofoyette,  Ind.  VOR 

Chicago  Hgts.,  III.  VOR 

2500 

ll  emended  la  read  in  pert: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

$95.6053  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  53 

Vemillieei  INT,  Ohio 

.  Woterville,  Ohio  VOR 

•5500 

is  emended  to  teed  in  part: 

•2000-MOCA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Joper  INT,  Mich. 

Jackson,  Mich.  VOR 

2800 

Indianapolis,  Ind.  VOR 

Jackson  INT,  Ind. 

2700 

Jackson,  Mich.  VOR 

Lansing,  Mich.  VOR 

3000 

Lafayette,  Ind.  VOR 

Kentland  INT,  Ind. 

2600 

Lansing,  Mich.  VOR 

Ashley  INT,  Mich. 

2600 

Aihley  INT,  Mich. 

Soginaw,  Mich.  VOR 

2200 

$95.6055  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  55 

Boglnow,  Mich.  VOR 

Shoreline  INT,  Mich. 

2200 

ft  emended  to  read  in  part: 

. 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

1  $95.6047  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  47 

Dayton,  Ohio  VOR 

Bonnie  INT,  Ohio 

2800 

Is  emended  to  read  in  pert: 

Bonnie  INT,  Ohio 

Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  VOR 

2600 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  VOR 

Goshen,  Ind.  VOR 

2700 

Uttlc  Reel,  Arh.  VOR 

Dumpi  INT,  Ark. 

•2000 

Keeler,  Mich.  VOR 

Pullmon,  Mich.  VOR 

2500 

*1500 -MOCA 

Muskegon,  Mich.  VOR 

Whitehall  INT,  Mich. 

2400 

Dump!  INT,  Ark. 

Walnut  Ridge,  Ark.  VOR 

•4000 

Bear  Creek  INT,  Wis. 

Stevens  Point,  Wis.  VOR 

3000 

•2000-MOCA 

Stevens  Point,  Wis.  VOR  Junction  City  INT,  Wit. 

•3000 

Cincinnati!,  Ohio'  VOR 

Middletown  INT,  Ohio 

2500 

*2500 -MOCA 

Velerville,  Ohio  VOR 

Milan  INT,  Mich. 

2400 

Junction  City  INT,  Wis. 

Eau  Claire,  Wis.  VOR 

3000 

Milan  INT,  Mich. 

Salem,  Mich.  VOR 

2600 

Salem,  Mich.  VOR 

Hunter  INT,  Mich. 

2600 

$95.6056  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  56 

is  amended  to  delete: 

$95.6040  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  46 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

ft  amended  to  reed  in  pan: 

Montgomety,  Alo.  VOR 

Fort  Dovis  INT,  Alo. 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Via  S  alter. 

Via  S  olter. 

•2000 

Faerie,  III.  VOR 

Metomora  INT,  III. 

2400 

•1700-MOCA 

Mtl  amors  INT,  III. 

Pontioc,  III,  VOR 

2400 

Fort  Davis  INT,  Alo. 

Midway  INT,  Ala. 

Via  S  olter. 

Via  S  alter. 

•2300 

$95.6050  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  50 

•1600-MOCA 

* 

Is  amended  to  read; 

Midway  INT,  Ala. 

Columbus,  Go.  VOR 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Via  S  olter. 

Via  S  otter. 

•2400 

Fmwnee  City,  Net.  VOR 

St.  Joseph,  Mo.  VOR 

2900 

*1900 -MOCA 

Fewnee  City,  Neb.  VOR 

!  INT  113  M  rod  Pawnee 

City  VOR  &  302  M  rod 

Kan  sos  City,  VOR 

$95.6056  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  56 

Vie  S  alter. 

Via  S  alter. 

3000 

Is  amended  te  reed  in  part: 

INT  113  M  red  Potmen 

New  Market  INT,  Mo. 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

City  VOR  &  302  M  rad 

Columbus,  Go.  VOR 

Talbottoin  INT,  Go, 

•2509 

Kansas  City  VOR 

*2000 -MOCA 

Vie  S  olter. 

Via  S  alter. 

3000 

New  Market  INT,  Mo. 

St.  Joseph,  Mo.  VOR 

Via  S  olter.  ' 

Via  S  alter. 

2700 

$95.6063  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  63 

St.  Joseph,  Mo.  VOR 

Kirksville,  Mo.  VOR 

*3000 

Is  amended  to  road  in  part: 

•2300-MOCA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Kirhsville,  Mo.  VOR 

Quincy,  111.  VOR 

•2700 

Burlington,  Iowa  VOR 

Moline,  III.  VOR 

2300 

’2400-MOCA 

Davenport,  lewa  VOR 

Thomson  INT,  III. 

2600 

Quincy,  III.  VOR 

Virginio  INT,  III, 

•2600 

Thomson  INT,  III.. 

Rockford,  III.  VOR 

2700 

*2000 -MOCA 

Janesville,  Wis.  VOR 

Milweukeei,  Wis,  VOR 

2900 

Virginia  INT,  III. 

Capitol,  III.  VOR 

2200 

Milwaukee,  Wis.  YOR 

Eden  INT,  Wis. 

3000 

Capital,  III.  VOR 

Lathe  INT,  III. 

3000 

Eden  INT,  Wis. 

Oshkosh,  Wis.  VOR 

2600 

Lethe  INT,  III. 

Decatur,  III.  VOR 

2400 

Decatur,  111.  VOR 

Arcol  INT,  III. 

2400 

Arcol  INT,  III. 

Terre  Haute,  Ind.  VOR 

2500 

$95.6066  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  66 

Terre  Houte,  tnd.  VOR 

Manhattan  INT,  Ind. 

2300 

h  amended  to  delete: 

Manhattan  INT,  Ind, 

Fillmore  INT,  Ind. 

2700 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Fillmore  INT,  Ind. 

Indionopolis,  Ind.  VOR 

2500 

FNhhIin,  Vo.  VOR 

Norfolk,  Va.  VOR 

1609 
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I9MMI  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  41 

195.6014  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  94 

' 

Is  omnoded  So  road  hi  port: 

Is  amended  to  road  io  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Johnson  INT,  Tote. 

Starling  INT,  Ton 

•9000 

Lwsing,  Midi.  VOR 

Flint,  Mich.  VOR 

2700 

*4000  MOCA 

Starling  INT,  Tots. 

Tonkor  INT,  Tex, 

4400 

{95.6004  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  04 

Is  — aided  to  reed  io  part: 

595.6069  YOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  69 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Is  ameoded  to  reed  in  part: 

Rood  Point  DME,  Fix,  Mont. 

Columbus  DME  Fin  Meat, 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

W-bound 

9000 

Tray,  III.  VOR 

Proirio  INT,  III. 

2100 

E-bound 

7000 

Ambum  INT,  III. 

Capital,  III.  VOR 

2100 

Columbus  DME  Fin  Mont. 

Billings,  Mont,  VOR 

Capitol,  III.  VOR 

Gilba  INT,  III. 

2100 

W-bound 

9000 

Gilba  INT,  III; 

Alone  (NT,  III. 

2300 

E-bound 

6000 

Alatio  INT,  111, 

Pontiac,  III.  VOR 

2400 

BiHings,  Mont.  VOR 

Trail  DME  Fix,  Mohr. 

Pontiac,  III.  VOR 

Joliot,  III.  VOR 

2500 

NW-bound 

6000 

Joliot,  III.  VOR 

Big  Run  INT,  III. 

2500 

SE-bound 

MOO 

Big  Run  INT,  III. 

Kodiio,  III.  LF/RBN 

2500 

Trail  DME  Fix,  Mont. 

Sheridan,  Wyo.  VOR 

800Q 

595.6071  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  71 

it  emended  to  reod  in  fart: 

FROM  TO 


Hot  Springs,  Ark.  VOR 
Vio  W .alter. 
•2500-MOCA 
Hi  Jer  INT,  Ark. 

Via  Welter. 
*3200-MOCA 


Hider  INT,  Ark. 
Via  W  olter. 

Rover  INT,  Ark, 
Via  W  olter. 


£95.6072  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  72 

it  amended  to  reod  in  port: 

FROM  TO 

Fotmington,  Mo.  VOR  Engen  INT,  III. 


*2400 -MOCA 
Engen  INT,  III. 
Ctnlrolia,  III.  VOR 
Bibl*o  Grove,  III.  VOR 
Meeker  INT,  Ohio 


Centralia,  III.  VOR 
Bible  Grove,  III.  VOR. 
Montrose  INT,  III. 
Mansfield,  Ohio  VOR 


$95.4175  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  75 
is  amended  to  read  in  port: 

FROM  TO 

Briggs,  Ohio  VOR  Ri  ttmon  INT,  Ohia 

Rittman  INT,  Ohia  Cleveland,  Ohio  VOR 


$95  6071  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  71 

It  amended  to  rood  in  part: 


FROM 

Wotertown,  S.D.  VOR 
‘3100-MOCA 
Dowso  DME  Fix,  Minn. 

*2200 -MOCA 
Iron  Mountain,  Mich.  VOR 
Escanaba,  Mich.  VOR 
Schoolcraft  County,  Mich.  VOR 
Huron,  S.D.  VOR 
Via  S  olter; 


TO  . 

Dowso  DME  F  ix,  Minn. 

Clara  City  INT,  Minn. 

Escanaba,  Mich.  VOR 
Schoolcraft  County,  Mich.  VOR 
Pellston,  Mich.  VOR 

Wotertown,  S.D.  VOR 
Via  S  oiler. 


$95.6062  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  62 
is  amended  to  read  in  port: 


FROM 

Nodine,  Minn.  VOR 
Dolls,  Wis.  VOR 
Randolph  INT,  Wis. 
*2600 -MOCA 


TO 

Dolls,  Wit.  VOR 
Randolph  INT,  Wit. 

TT I  Wis.  VOR 


§95.6019  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  If 
is  amended  to  reod  in  part:  * 


MEA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Scottsblulf,  Neb.  VOR 

Chadron,  Neb.  VOR 

*6600 

*3000 

Vio  E  altar. 

Via  E  olter. 

*5900 -MOCA 

*5500 

5954097  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  97 

Is  ameoded  to  reed  ia  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Pag  INT,  Minn. 

Prascott  INT,  Wis. 

2900 

Prescott  INT,  Wis. 

Minneapolis,  Minn.  VOR 

3600 

Stockwcll  INT,  Ind. 

Lofoyotto,  Ind.  VOR 

MEA 

Via  Walter. 

Via  W  altar. 

2500 

*3000 

Stockwcll  INT,  Ind. 

Lafayette,  Ind.  VOR 

2500 

Lafayette,  Ind.  YOR 

Chicago  Heights,  III.  VOR 

2500 

2300 

2400 

595.6113  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  113 

2300 

Is  amended  by  eddiay: 

2900 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Botte,  Mont.  VOR 

Helena,  MoM.  VOR 

*13000 

*10800-MOCA 

Helene,  Mont.  VOR 

Lawisfown,  Mont.  YOR 

10200 

MEA 

' 

5000 

595.6124  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  120 

3000 

•  S  amended  to  read  ia  part: 

.FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Sioux  Foils,  S.D.  VOR 

Bigelow  INT,  low* 

*3600 

•2800-MOCA 

MEA 

*3800 

595.6121  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  121 

Is  omeaded  to  rood  ia  part; 

*4000 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

*Eugene,  Ore. 

Cobur  INT,  Ore. 

3000 

Vio  N  olter. 

Vio  N  alter. 

2500 

NE-bound 

10000 

2500 

SW  bound 

4400 

*3300 -MCA  Eugene  YOR,  NE-bound 

3500 

Cebur  INT,  Ore. 

Mobil  INT,  Ora. 

Via  N  altar. 

Vio  N  altar. 

NE-bound 

10000 

SW-bound 

5200 

Mobil  INT,  Ora. 

Redmond,  Ore.  VOR 

MEA 

Via  N  altar. 

Via  N  altar. 

10000 

3000 

Redmond,  Ora.  VOR 

Jabot  DME  Fin,  Om. 

3000 

- 

NE  bound 

9000 

•3100 

SW-bound 

7000 

Jabot  DME  Fin  Or*. 

Kimberly,  Ora.  VOR 

9000 

26063 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41.  NO.  1 23— THURSDAY,  JUNE  24,  1976 


26004 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


VM- FEDERAL  AIRWAY  121-cent'd. 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

*  Eugene,  Ore.  VOR 

Dosee  INT,  Ore. 

NE-bound 

4000 

SW-bound 

5200 

*3700-MCA  Eugene  VOR,  NE-bound 

Desce  INT,  Ore, 

•Yidos  INT,  Ore. 

NE-beund 

3000 

SW-bound 

4000 

‘M00-MCA  Vidas  INT,  NE-bound 

Vidas  INT,  Ore. 

Whiff,  Ore.  DME  Fix 

NE-beund 

*13000 

SW-bound 

*9000 

•7400-MOCA 

thill,  Ore.  DME  Fix 

Snoby,  Ore.  DME  Fix 

•13000 

•12200-MOCA 

SttoVy,  Ore.  DME  Fix 

*Redmond,  Ore.  VOR 

NE-bound 

3000 

SW-bound 

13000 

*10000-MCA  Redmond  VOR,  SW-bound 

§95.4120  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  120 

Is  amended  te  read  ie  pert: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

JtcVstn  INT,  Ind. 

Indianopolis,  Ind.  VOR 

2700 

§95.4129  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  129 

FROM 

Is  ■mended  te  reed  le  pert: 

TO 

MEA 

Nibbing,  Minn.  VOR 

International  Foils,  Minn.  VOR 

*3500 

Via  Welter. 

Via  Welter. 

•29DO-MOCA 

$95.4131  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  131 

Is  emended  ta  reyd  in  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Tyre  INT,  Kans. 

Chonute,  Kans.  VOR 

2800 

§95.(132  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  132 

fs  amended  ta  read  In  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Florence  INT,  Kans. 

•Cassoday  INT,  Kans. 

•*5000 

•4500-MRA 
**270Q-MOCA 
CHm  INT,  Kans. 

•Ranso  INT,  Kans. 

•*10000 

•10000-MRA 
.**3700-MOCA 
*R«  JOINT,  Kans. 

Dundee  INT,  Kans. 

*10000 

•3500-MOCA 

SR5.6134  YOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  134 


§95.4139  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  1M 

li  emended  te  Mih: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Hew  Bern,  N.C  VOR  Cofi.ld,  N.C  VOR  *2000 

•1800-MOCA 

Cofield,  N.C  VOR  Sunbury  IHT,  N.C  *2000 

*1200 -MOCA 

§95.413*  YOR  FEDERAL  AJRWAY  439 

It  Mended  fe  rend  in  pert: 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

New  Bern,  N.C.  VOR 

Pinetown  INT,  N.C. 

•2000 

•1800-MOCA 

•‘Pinetown  INT,  N.C. 

Sunbury  INT,  N.C 

*4000 

*1500 -MOCA 

**4000 -MCA  Pinetown  INT,  NE-bound 

§95.4141  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  141 

It  Mended  te  reed  in  pert: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Thurman,  Colo.  VOR  Hayes  Center,  Neb,  VOR  7000 

Mayer  INT,  Minn.  Minneapolis,  Minn.  YOR  *3000 

*2300 -MOCA 

§95.4151  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  151 
Is  mended  te  reed  In  pert: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Moson  City,  Iowa  VOR  Pound  INT,  Iowa  *3000 

*2 500 -MOCA 

Pound  INT,  Iowa  Dubuque,  Iowa  VOR  *5000 

*2500 -MOCA 

595.4159  YOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  159 
is  emended  te  reed  in  pert: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Decatur  INT,  Neb.  Sioux  City,  Iowa  YOR  3000 

Via  W  alter.  Via  W  alter. 

595.4141  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  141 
is  amended  te  reed  in  pert: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Mason  City,  Iowa  VOR  Rochester,  Minn.  VOR  *3000 

“2700-MOCA 

Oswego,  Kens.  VOR  Wolnut  INT,  Rons.  *3000 

*2200 -MOCA 

Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  VOR  Intn'l  Fells,  Minn.  VOR  *3500 

•2900-MOCA 

Intn’l  Fells,  Minn.  VOR  U.S.  Conadian  Border  *7000 

*  *2400-MOCA 

§954145  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  145 


It  emended  la  read  in  pert: 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Laktview,  Ore.  VOR 

Urbia  DME  Fix,  Ore. 

9500 

Uibio  DME  Fix,  Ore. 

Redmond,  Oro.  VOR 

SE-bound 

9500 

NW-bovnd 

7000 

It  mended  by  adding: 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Rnkigh-Duibam,  N.C.  VOR 

Coats  INT,  N.C. 

2700 

Coots  INT,  N.C 

Fayetteville,  N.C.  VOR 

2000 

Fnyetteville,  N.C  YOR 
•1600-MOCA 

Myrtle  Beach,  S.C  VOR 

*3000 

§954131  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  131 

4s  mended  ta  rend  In  past: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Fine  Blwfl  INT,  Wy*. 

Sidney,  Nab.  VOR 

7300 

§95.4144  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  144 
Is  eat  ended  te  reed  in  pert: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Clerbsburg,  W.  Ve.  VOR  *Tygort  INT,  W.  Ye.  3400 

•5000-MCA  Tygort  INT,  E-bound 

§95.4149  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  149 

ll  mended  te  reed  In  pert: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Scoff  sblwH,  Nth.  VOR  Chodron,  Neb.  VOR  *4400 

*5900 -MOCA 
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§95.4170  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  171 

§95.6191  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  191 

It  emeaded  la  read  it  pert: 

* 

is  emeeded  te  reed  ia  pert: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Fairmont,  Minn.  VOR 

Blend  INT,  Minn. 

2600 

Milwaukee,  Wis.  VOR 

Edea  INT,  Wis. 

3000 

Blend  INT,  Minn. 

Rochester,  Minn.  VOR 

*3100 

Eden  INT,  Wis. 

Oshkosh,  Wis.  VOR 

2600 

•2700-MOCA 

Aberdeen,  S.D.  VOR 

Sioux  Falls,  S.D.  VOR 

*5000 

§95.6194  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  194 

*3300 -MOCA 

Is  amended  te  delete: 

Nodine,  Minn.  VOR 

Dells,  Wis.  VOR 

3000 

FROM 

TO. 

MEA 

Del  It,  Wit.  VOR 

Randolph  INT,  Wis. 

3000 

Cofield,  N.C.  VOR 

Deep  Creek  INT,  Va.- 

2000 

Randolph  INT,  Wis. 

Milwaukee,  Wis.  VOR 

*2700 

Deep  Geek  INT,  Va. 

Norfolk,  Va.  VOR 

1600 

‘2 300 -MOCA 

Norfolk,  Vo.  VOR 

Gwynn  INT,  Va. 

*2000 

, 

*1700 -MOCA 

§95.6171  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  171 

Gwynn  INT,  Va. 

Int.  219  M  rad  Snow  Hilt,  Md. 

*2700 

is  emended  to  reed  in  pert: 

VOR  &  062  M  rad  Harcum,  Va. 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

VOR 

Onto,  Minn.  VOR 

Edema  INT,  Minn. 

2900 

*1800 -MOCA 

Edema  INT,  Minn. 

Alexandria,  Minn.  VOR 

*3000 

‘2900-MOCA 

§95.6194  YOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  194 

is  amended  te  reod  in  part; 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

§95.6173  YOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  173 

Cofield,  N.C.  VOR 

Sunbury  INT,  N.C. 

*2000 

Is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

*  1 30Q-MOCA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

. 

Big  Run  fNT,  III. 

Kediie,  III.  LF/RBN 

2500 

§95.6216  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  216 

is  emended  te  reed  in  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

§95.6175  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  175 

Pawnee  City,  Neb.  VOR  Lomoni,  Iowa  VOR 

3000 

Is  emended  te  read  in  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

§954218  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  211 

Alexandria,  Minn.  VOR 

Park  Rapids,  Minn,  YOR 

*3300 

is  nmended  to  reed  in  part: 

*2700 -MOCA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Park  Rapids,  Minn.  VOR  Bemidji,  Minn.  VOR 

*3400 

Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  VOR  Minneapolis,  Minn.  VOR 

*5500 

‘280O-MOCA 

*2600 -MOCA 

BeraldJI,  Minn.  VOR 

Roseau,  Minn.  VOR 

*3100 

*2300-MQCA 

§95.6219  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  219 

is  emended  te  reod  in  pert: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

§95.61)1  YOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  111 

*Gruver  INT,  Iowa 

Fairmont,  Minn.  VOR 

3100 

Is  amended  te  read  in  part: 

*5000 -MR  A 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Barney  INT,  N.D. 

Fargo,  N.D.  YOR 

*3400 

*2200 -MOCA 

§95.6220  YOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  220 

Forge,  N.D.  VOR 

Grand  Forks,  N.D.  YOR 

2600 

is  emended  te  reod  in  parti 

Watertown,  S.D.  VOR 

Forgo,  N.D.  YOR 

FROM 

TO. 

MEA 

Via  E  alter. 

Via  E  alter. 

*3600 

Akron,  Colo.  VOR 

Me  Cook,  Neb.  YOR 

*6500 

*2200 -MOCA 

*54 00 -MOCA 

Grand  Fork*,  N.D.  VOR 

1  Pembina,  N.D.  VOR 

2600 

- 

§95.6233  YOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  2M 

§95.6117  YOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  117 

Is  amended  to  read  In  port 

,  . 

Is  amended  te  read  in  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Ml.  Pleasant,  Mich.  YOR  Travetse  City,  Mich.  VOR 

Beysen  Reservoir,  Wyo.  VOR  Pryor  DME  Fix,  Mont. 

11000 

Via  Walter. 

Yia  Walter. 

300G 

Pryor  DME  Fix,  Mont. 

‘Billings,  Mont.  VOR 

•6500-MCA  Billings  YOR,  S-bound 

11000 

SE-bound 

§95.6260  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  268 

NW-bound 

7000 

It  emended  to  delete: 

Billings,  Mont.  VOR 

Ryega  INT,  Mont. 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

SE-bound 

6000 

Hopewell,  Va.  VOR 

Surry  INT,  Ya. 

1800 

NW-bound 

8000 

Surry  INT,  Va*. 

Rushmere  INT,  Ya. 

1600 

Ryega  INT,  Mont. 

‘Judith  Gap  INT,  Mont. 

8000 

Rvslimere  INT,  Ya. 

Norfolk,  Ya.  YOR 

1500 

•9500-MCA  Juditli  Gap  INT,  NW-boond 

Cody,  Wye.  VOR 

Eddor  DME  Fix,  Mont. 

Via  Waller. 

Via  Welter. 

8400 

§95.6262  YOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  262 

EdJarDME  Fix,  Mont, 

Billings;  Mont.  VOR 

It  imtaded  to  read  In  part: 

*  Via  Walter. 

Via  W  alter. 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

S-bound 

8400 

Joliet,  III.  VOR 

Big  Run  INT,  (It, 

2500 

N-bound 

7009 

Big  Run  INT,  III. 

Kediie,  l||,  LF/RBN 

2500 

FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  123— THURSDAY,  JUNE  24,  1976 


26006 


: 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


(95.42(4  YOU  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  2*4 


It  mnM  to  delete: 

from  to  mea 

Franklin,  V*.  VOR  Norfolk,  Va.  VOR  1600 

(95.4275  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  275 

It  amended  to  teed  in  port: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Milan  INT,  Mich.  Salem,  Mich.  VOR  2*00 

$95.42*0  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  2*0 

It  amended  to  raa4  in  part: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Buhlar  1NT,  Kant.  *WiIsy  INT,  Kons.  “4500 

*5000 -MR  A 
-  “2800 -MOCA 

Wilty  INT,  Kont.  ‘Admire  INT,  Kant.  “4500 

•4500-MRA 
“3000-MOCA 


£95.4307  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  307 

- 

It  amended  to  reed  in  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Pawnee  City,  Neb.  VOR  Weeps  INT,  Neb. 

Via  W  alter. 

Yia  W  olter. 

*3000 

•2800-MOCA 

Vaapt  INT,  Neb. 

Omaha,  Neb.  VOR 

Via  W  alter. 

Via  W  olter. 

*3000 

*2800 -MOCA 

Emporia,  Kont.  VOR 

Alma  INT,  Kent. 

3000 

$95.(319  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  319 

It  amended  to  read  In  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

•Hoplt  INT,  Alat. 

Cento  DME  Fin,  Alat. 

*‘9000 

*11000 -MRA 

/‘2000-MOCA 

Koto!  INT,  Alat. 

Co  tel  INT,  Alat. 

.  7000 

Case!  INT,  Alot. 

Eyaks  INT,  Alat. 

*5000 

*2000 -MOCA 

EyahtINT,  Alot. 

Johnstone  Point,  Alot.  VOR 

*5000 

$95.(321  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  321 

It  amended  to  read  in  pert: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Columbus,  Go.  VOR 

LoGrange,  Go.  VOR 

2500 

$95.(323  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  323 

It  emended  by  adding: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Montgomery,  Ala.  VOR 

Peech  INT,  Ala. 

*2400 

•1800-MOCA 

Poach  (NT,  Ala. 

Komer  INT,  Ala. 

2000 

Komar  INT,  Ala. 

Evlaula,  Ala.  VOR 

2000 

Eufaelo,  Ala.  VOR 

Byron  INT,  Ga. 

*3000 

„  *2000 -MOCA 
Byron  INT,  Go. 

Macon,  Ga.  VOR 

2000 

£95.(429  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  429 

it  amended  te  reed  In  pert; 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Bible  Grove,  III.  VOR 

Monlrote  INT,  III. 

2300 

$95.(430  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  430 
It  aaitn4a4  to  raa4  in  part: 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Iran  Mountain,  Mich.  VOR 

Esconaba,  Mich.  VOR 

3000 

Minot,  N.D.  VOR 

Former  INT,  N.D. 

*3200 

*3000 -MOCA 

Grand  Rapids,  Minn.  VOR 

Hibbing,  Minn.  VOR 

Via  N  alter. 

Via  N  alter. 

*3200 

*2700 -MOCA 


§ 95.(43*  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  436 

it  amended  to  raa4  in  part: 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Tollo  INT.  Alas. 

Liven  INT,  Alas. 

5000 

Liven  INT,  Alas. 

Beaty  INT,  Alas. 

*10000 

*5500 -MOCA 

Beaty  INT,  Alas. 

Chandolar  Lake,  Alat,  NDB 

•10000 

‘6900-MOCA 

$95.(443  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  443 

It  amended  to  read  in  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Tiverton,  Ohio  VOR 

Rittman  INT,  Ohio 

Via  E  alter. 

Via  E  alter. 

3000 

Rittman  INT,  Ohio 

Cleveland,  Ohio  VOR 

Via  E  olter. 

Via  E  alter. 

.3000 

$95.(45*  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  454 

It  amended  by  adding: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Fart  Dodge,  Iowa  VOR 

Mankato,  Minn.  VOR 

2700 

$95.44(5  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  445 

It  amended  te  reed  in  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Dunoir,  Wyo.  VOR 

Redlo  DME  Fix,  Mont. 

•14000 

•14200-MOCA 

Redlo  DME  Fix,  Mont. 

Lore!  DME  Fix,  Mont. 

S-bevnd 

14000 

N-bovnd 

7000 

Larei  DME  Fix,  Mont. 

•Billings,  Mont.  VOR 

•6500-MCA  Billings  VOR  S-boend 

S-bound 

14000 

N-Bound 

4000 

$95.(499  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  499 

It  amended  to  raa4: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Lancatter,  Pa.  VOR  Binghamton,  N.Y.  VOR  *4500 

•3900-MOCA 


$95.4524  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  524 
It  amended  to  read  in  port: 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Scattsblvfl,  Neb.  VOR  North  Platte,  Neb.  VOR  7000 

$95.(534  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  53* 


It  amended  to  read  in  pert: 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Redmond,  Ora.  VOR 

Zorns  DME  Fix,  Ore. 

NE>bound 

10000 

SW-bovnd 

7000 

Zorns  DME  Fix,  Ora. 
•7700-MOCA 

Heppe  INT,  Ore. 

•10000 

Heppa  INT,  Ora. 

Pendleton,  Ora.  VOR 

NE-boand 

6000 

SW-bound 

10000 
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§95.7073  JET  ROUTE  NO. 

73  is  amended  to  delete: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

MAA 

Atlanta,  Go.  VORTAC 

Nashville,  Tenn.  VORTAC 

18000 

45000 

§95.7073  JET  ROUTE  NO.  73  is  emended  by  adding: 

* _ 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

MAA 

Tallahassee,  Fla.  VORTAC 

LaGrange,  Ga.  VORTAC 

33000 

45000 

LaGrange,  Ga.  VORTAC 

Nashville,  Tenn.  VORTAC 

33000 

45000 

§95.7088  JET  ROUTE  NO. 

88  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

MAA 

Salinas,  Calif.  VORTAC 

Point  Reyes,  Calif.  VORTAC 

18000 

45000 

§95.7099  JET  ROUTE  NO.  99  is  added  to  read: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

MAA 

Auguta,  Ga.  VORTAC 

Knoxville,  Tenn.  VORTAC 

33000 

45000 

Knoxville,  Tenn.  VORTAC 

Louisville,  Ky.  VORTAC 

33000 

45000 

§95.7501  JET  ROUTE  NO.  501  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

MAA 

Point  Reyes,  Calif.  VORTAC 

Medford,  Ore.  VORTAC 

22000 

45000 

By  amending  Sub- part  D 

as  follows: 

§95.8003  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  CHANGEOVER  POINTS 

AIRWAY  SEGMENT 

CHANGEOVER  POINT 

FROM 

TO 

DISTANCE  FROM 

V-13  is  amended  to  delete: 

Plattshurg  INT,  Mo. 

Lamoni,  Iowa  VOR 

42 

Lamoni 

V-l  1 1  is  amended  to  read: 

Salinas,  Calif.  VOR 

Patty  INT,  Calif. 

26 

Solinas 

V»l)3  is  added  to  read: 

Helena,  Mont.  VOR 

Lewistown,  Mont.  VOR 

40 

Helena 

V-323  is  added  to  read: 

Montgomery,  Ala.  VOR 

Eufaula,  Ala.  VOR 

32 

Montgomery 

V-436  is  amended  to  read  in  part 

.  ^ 

Tolkeetna,  Alas.  VOR 

Nenana,  Alas.  VOR 

50 

TKA 

§95.8005  JET  ROUTES  CHANGEOVER  POINTS 

AIRWAY  SEGMENT  CHANGEOVER  POINTS 

FROM  TO  DISTANCE  FROM 

J-35  is  deleted: 

[FR  Doc.76-16311  Filed  6-23-76:8:46  am] 
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[Docket  No.  15800;  Arndt.  No.  1026] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Recent  Changes  and  Additions 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  incorpo¬ 
rates  by  reference  therein  changes  and 
additions  to  the  Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (SIAPs)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator  to 
promote  safety  at  the  airports  concerned. 

The  complete  SIAPs  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amendment 
are  described  in  FAA  Forms  8260-3, 
8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a  part  of  the 
public  rule  making  dockets  of  the  FAA 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  Amendment  No.  97-696  (35  FR 
5609). 

SIAPs  are  available  for  examination  at 
the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Flight  Data  Center,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence  Avenue, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  Copies  of 
SIAPs  adopted  in  a  particular  region  are 
also  available  for  examination  at  the 
headquarters  of  that  region.  Individual 
copies  of  SIAPs  may  be  purchased  from 
the  FAA  Public  Inf  ormation  Center,  AIS- 
230,  800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591  or  from  the  ap¬ 
plicable  FAA  regional  office  in  accordance 
with  the  fee  schedule  prescribed  in  49 
CFR  7.85.  This  fee  is  payable  in  advance 
and  may  be  paid  by  check,  draft,  or  postal 
money  order  payable  to  the  Treasurer  of 
the  United  States.  A  weekly  transmittal 
of  all  SLAP  changes  and  additions  may  be 
obtained  by  subscription  at  an  annual 
rate  of  $150,000  per  annum  from  the  Su¬ 
perintendent  of  Documents,  U  S.  Gov¬ 
ernment  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402.  Additional  copies  mailed  to 
the  same  address  may  be  ordered  for 
$30.00  each. 

i  Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
Immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 

.  I  find  that  further  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  is  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  it  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended  as  follows,  effective  on  the 
dates  specified: 

'  1.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  origi¬ 

nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  VORr-VOR/DME  SIAPs,  effective 
August  12,  1976. 

Idaho  Falls,  ID — Fanning  Field,  VOR  Rwy  2, 
Arndt.  8 

Idaho  Falls,  ID — Fanning  Field,  VOR  Rwy 
20,  Arndt.  4. 

•  •  •  effective  August  5, 1976: 

Tallassee,  AL — Tallassee  Muni.  Arpt.,  VOR 
Rwy  9,  Arndt.  1 

Baxley,  GA — Baxley  Muni.  Arpt.,  VOR/DME- 
A,  Arndt.  1 

Gary,  IN — Gary  Muni.  Arpt.,  VOR/DME  Rwy 
2,  Original 

*  *  *  effective  July  22, 1976: 

Oshkosh,  WI — Wlttman  Field,  VOR  Rwy  9, 
Arndt.  5 

Oshkosh,  WI— Wlttman  Field,  VOR  Rwy  18, 
Amdt.  3 

Oshkosh,  WI — Wlttman  Field,  VOR  Rwy  27, 
Original 
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Oshkosh,  WI— Wlttman  Field,  VOR  Rwy  86. 
Amdt.  13 

Oshkosh,  WI — Wlttman  Field,  VORTAC  Rwy 
9,  Original,  cancelled 

Oshkosh,  WI— Wlttman  Field,  VORTAC  Rwy 
18,  Original,  cancelled 

Oshkosh,  WI— Wlttman  Field,  VORTAC  Rwy 
36,  Original,  cancelled 

•  •  •  effective  July  15, 1976: 

Watsonville,  CA — Watsonville  Muni.  Arpt., 
VOR/DME-A,  Amdt.  2 

•  •  *  effective  June  10, 1976: 

Alpena,  MI — Phelps-Colllns  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy 
36,  Amdt.  6 

2.  Section  97.25  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAPs,  effective 
August  12,  1976. 

Idaho  Falls,  ID — Fanning  Field,  LOC  BC  Rwy 

2.  Amdt.  1 

•  *  ♦  effective  August  5 1976: 

Gary,  IN — Gary  Muni.  Arpt.,  LOC  Rwy  30, 
Amdt.  2 

•  •  •  effective  July  22,1976: 

Oshkosh,  WI— Wlttman  Field,  LOC/DME(BC) 
Rwy  18,  Amdt.  2 

•  •  •  effective  July  15,1976: 

Watsonville,  CA — Watsonville  Muni.  Arpt., 
LOC  Rwy  1,  Original 

•  *  *  effective  June  11,  1976: 

San  Diego,  CA — Gillespie  Field,  LOC-D, 
Amdt.  2 

3.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  NDB/ADF  SIAPs,  effective  Au¬ 
gust  12, 1976. 

Idaho  Falls,  ID — Fanning  Field,  NDB  Rwy 
20,  Amdt.  4 

•  •  *  effective  August  5,  1976: 

Cleveland,  OH — Cleveland  Hopkins  Inti 
Arpt,  NDB  Rwy  6R/L,  Amdt.  11 

•  •  •  effective  July  22,  1976: 

Rogersvllle,  TO — Hawkins  County  Arpt, 
NDB  Rwy  7.  Original  Oshkosh,  WI— Wltt¬ 
man  Field,  NDB  Rwy  36,  Amdt.  2 

•  •  •  effective  July  15,  1976: 

Anchorage,  AK — Anchorage  Inti  Arpt,  NDB- 
A,  Original,  cancelled 

Anchorage,  AK — Merrill  Field,  NDB-B,  Origi¬ 
nal,  cancelled 

Alpine,  TX — Alpine  Muni.  Arpt,  NDB  Rwy 
19,  Original 

4.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  HJ3  SIAPs,  effective  August  12, 
1976. 

Idaho  Falls,  ID — Fanning  Field,  ILS  Rwy  20, 
Amdt.  3 

•  •  *  effective  August  5,  1976: 

Chicago,  IL — Chicago  O’Hare  Inti  Arpt,  ILS 
Rwy  14L,  Amdt.  22 

Detroit,  MI — Willow  Run  Arpt,  ILS  Rwy  5R, 
Amdt.  3 

Cleveland,  OH — Cleveland  Hopkins  Inti 
Arpt,  ILS  Rwy  5R,  Amdt.  3 

•  *  *  effective  July  22,  1976: 

Oshkosh,  WI— Wlttman  Field,  ILS  Rwy  36, 
Amdt.  3 

5.  Section  97.31  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 


lowing  RADAR  SIAPs,  effective  July  8, 
1976: 

Washington,  DC — Dulles  Inti  Arpt,  RADAR- 

1,  Arndt.  9 

6.  Section  97.33  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RNAV  SIAPs,  effective  August  5, 
1976. 

Baxley,  GA — Baxley  Muni.  Arpt,  RNAV  Rwy 

7,  Amdt.  1 

Aurora,  IL — Aurora  Muni.  Arpt,  RNAV  Rwy 

9.  Amdt.  4 

Pascagoula,  MS — Jackson  County  Arpt, 

RNAV  Rwy  13,  Original 
Pascagoula,  MS — Jackson  County  Arpt, 

RNAV  Rwy  22,  Original 
Jaoksboro,  TO — Campbell  County  Arpt, 

RNAV-A,  Original 

Correction:  In  Docket  Number  15772, 
Amendment  Number  1024,  to  Part  97 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  dated 
Thursday,  June  10,  1976,  on  Page  23376, 
under  §  97.27  *  *  *  change  the  effective 
date  of  West  Yellowstone,  MT — Yellow¬ 
stone  Arpt,  NDB  Rwy  1,  Original,  from 
July  17. 1976,  to  June  17, 1976. 

(Secs.  307,  313,  601,  1110,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  US.C.  1438, 1354,  1421,  1510); 
and  sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.' 1655(c)  )  ) 

Issued  In  Washington,  T).C,  on 
June  17,  1976. 

Note. — Incorporation  by  reference  provi¬ 
sions  in  §5  97.10  and  97.20  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  May  12, 
1969  (35  FR  5610) . 

James  M.  Vines, 

Chief, 

Aircraft  Programs  Division. 

]FR  Doc.76-18310  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 

Title  32 — National  Defense 

CHAPTER  VI— DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 
NAVY 

PART  736 — DISPOSITION  OF  PROPERTY 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred 
in  5  BJS.C.  301,  10  U.S.C.  5031  and  6011, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  amends  Part 
736.  The  amendments  relate  to  Internal 
naval  management  and  largely  reflect 
nonsubstantive  changes.  It  has  been  de¬ 
termined  that  invitation  of  public  com¬ 
ment  on  these  amendments  prior  to  adop¬ 
tion  would  be  impracticable  and  unnec¬ 
essary  and  Is  therefore  not  required 
under  the  public  rule-making  provisions 
in  Parts  296  and  701  of  32  CFR.  32  CFR 
736  is  therefore  amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  words  "Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands”  are  changed  to  "Puerto 
Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands,  American  Sa¬ 
moa,  Guam,  and  the  Trust  Territory  of 
the  Pacific  Islands”  at  the  following 
places:  §  736.1,  16th  and  17th  lines;  par¬ 
agraph  (a)  of  5  736.4,  seventh  and  eighth 
lines;  paragraph  (b)  of  §  736.4,  third  and 
fourth  lines. 

2.  In  paragraph  (e)  of  §  736.5,  fifth  and 
sixth  lines,  the  word  "Regulations”  is 
changed  to  “Regulation.” 

Dated:  June  18, 1976. 

K.  D.  Lawrence, 
Captain,  JAGC,  U.S.  Navy. 

[FR  Doc.76-18318  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 
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Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[COD  76-241] 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

Shrewsbury  River,  N.J. 

This  amendment  changes  the  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  Route  36  drawbridge  across 
the  Shrewsbury  River  near  Highland 
Beach,  N.J.,  to  allow  the  draw  to  remain 
closed  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  holi¬ 
days  from  Memorial  Day  through  Labor 
Day  from  10  a.m.  to  7  p.m.  except  that 
the  draw  shall  open  on  the  hour  and  one 
half  hour  during  this  period.  This  amend¬ 
ment  was  circulated  as  a  public  notice 
dated  January  14,  1976,  by  the  Com¬ 
mander,  Third  Coast  Guard  District  and 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
as  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (CGD 
75-241)  on  January  2,  1976,  (41  FR  10). 
Fifteen  responses  were  received.  Ten  sup¬ 
ported  the  proposal  and  five  were  op¬ 
posed.  The  objections  were  based  on  the 
strong  currents  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
bridge,  the  heavy  vessel  traffic  during 
the  times  proposed,  the  fact  that  many 
sailboats  are  not  powered  at  all  or  are 
underpowered  lessening  their  maneuver¬ 
ability  which  increases  the  danger  of 
collision,  relatively  narrow  channels, 
and  the  wait  between  this  bridge  and 
the  drawbridge  between  Rumson  and  Sea 
Bright  which  is  already  regulated  to  open 
on  the  hour  and  half  hour.  All  these 
objections  have  validity  and  each  was 
carefully  considered.  However,  the  Coast 
Guard  feds  that  these  regulations  will 
not  unreasonably  obstruct  navigation  and 
will  provide  a  margin  of  safety  for  care¬ 
ful  boatmen  which  should  prove  ade¬ 
quate.  This  case  will  be  closely  monitored 
and  if  additional  changes  are  deemed 
appropriate,  they  will  be  proposed. 

Accordingly,  Part  117  of  Title  33  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  revising  §  117.215(j)  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  paragraph  (2-a)  immedi¬ 
ately  after  paragraph  (2)  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  117.215  Navigable  streams  flowing 
into  Raritan  Bay  (except  Raritan 
River  and  Arthur  Kill),  the  Shrews¬ 
bury  River  and  its  tributaries,  and 
all  inlets  on  the  Atlantic  Oeean  in¬ 
cluding  their  tributaries  and  canals 
between  Sandy  Hook  and  Bay  Head, 
N.J.;  bridges.  - 

*  #  *  •  * 

<!)••• 

(2-a)  Shrewsbury  River,  Route  36 
bridge  near  Highland  Beach.  The  draw 
shall  open  on  signal  except  that  from 
Memorial  Day  through  Labor  Day  on 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  holidays  from 
10  a.m.  to  7  p.m.,  the  draw  need  open 
only  on  the  hour  and  one  half  hour  if  any 
vessels  are  waiting  to  pass. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g)  (2) , 
80  8tat.  937;  83  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C.  1665 
(g)(2);  49  CFR  1.46(c)(6),  83  CFR  1.05- 
1(c)(4)). 


Effective  date:  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  July  29, 1976. 

Dated:  June  17,  1976. 

A.  F.  Fugaro, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

[FR  Doc.76-18368  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 

Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  4 — DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

PART  4-1— GENERAL 

Procurement  and  Contracting,  Corrections 
and  Clarifications 

This  amendment  involves  matters 
relating  to  agency  procurement  and  con¬ 
tracting  and.  while  not  subject  by  law  to 
the  notice  and  public  procedure  require¬ 
ments  for  rule  making  under  5  USC  553, 
is  subject  to  the  Secretary’s  Statement  of 
Policy  (36  FR  13804).  The  amendment 
corrects  or  clarifies  existing  policy.  No 
useful  purpose  would  be  served  by  public 
participation,  and  it  is  found  upon  good 
cause,  in  accordance  with  the  Secretary’s 
Policy  Statement,  that  notice  and  other 
public  procedures  with  respect  to  the 
amendment  are  impracticable  and  un¬ 
necessary. 

1.  Paragraph  4-1.051(b)  is  amended  by 
revising  Title  8  to  read  “Investigation” 
and  adding  the  following  new  titles  to 
the  listing  contained  in  that  paragraph: 

§  4—1.051  Administrative  Regulations. 

#  *  *  *  * 

(b)  •  *  * 

Title  9 — Equal  Opportunity 
Title  10— Audit 

Title  11 — Automated  Data  Systems 
•  •  •  *  • 

2.  Section  4-1.453  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  4—1.453  Delegation  of  authority  for 
automatic  data  processing  equipment, 
services,  and  related  supplies. 

(a)  Those  agencies  delegated  procure¬ 
ment  contracting  authority  by  the  Office 
of  Operations  under  $  4-1.404-1  are 
hereby  delegated  procurement  contract¬ 
ing  authority  for  procurement  of  auto¬ 
matic  data  processing  equipment,  serv¬ 
ices,  and  related  supplies  in  the  following 
circumstances: 

(1)  ADP  equipment  (for  definition  see 
§  101-32.402-1  of  this  title) . 

(i)  Such  card  punching,  verifying, 
and  manipulating  equipment  as  is  de¬ 
scribed  as  electronic  accounting  ma¬ 
chines  (EAM)  or  punch  card  account¬ 
ing  machines  (PC AM)  where  the  total 
dollar  cost  does  not  exceed  $50,000  for 
purchase  or  annual  rental. 

(ii)  Any  other  items  of  ADP  equip¬ 
ment  where  the  total  dollar  cost  does  not 
exceed  $50,000  for  purchase  or  annual 
rental:  Provided,  That  no  existing  com¬ 
puter  system  is  augmented  under  this 
delegation  such  that  the  purchase  cost 
(cost  to  purchase  if  leased)  of  all  the 


components  of  that  system  are  made  to 
exceed  $200,000. 

(iii)  Renewal  of  equipment  up  to 
$50,000  for  purchase  or  annual  rental  or 
within  the  dollar  limits  and  time  frame  of 
the  original  delegation  of  procurement 
authority. 

(iv)  None  of  the  above-stated  circum¬ 
stances  apply  to  the  intergovernmental 
transfer  (IGT)  of  owned  or  leased 
equipment.  All  IGT  of  equipment  must 
be  approved  by  the  Office  of  Automated 
Data  Systems  prior  to  acquisition. 

(2)  ADP  equipment  maintenance  (for 
definition  see  §  101-32.402-3). 

(i)  The  procurement  does  not  exceed 
$25,000  annually. 

(3)  ADP  software  (for  definition  see 
§  101-32.402-2). 

(i)  The  total  procurement  for  the  spe¬ 
cific  software  package  does  not  exceed 
$7,500  annual  lease  cost,  excluding  main¬ 
tenance,  or  $10,000  purchase  cost. 

(4)  ADP  services  obtained  from  other 
than  Federal  agencies  (for  definition 
of  service  see  11  AR,  Chapter  1,  Section 
3). 

(i)  The  cost  of  the  ADP  services  in¬ 
volved  does  not  exceed  $25,000. 

(5)  ADP  supplies  (for  definition  see 
§  101-32.402-4). 

(i)  The  cost  of  the  supplies  does  not 
exceed  $2,500;  or 

(ii)  The  procurement  will  be  made 
under  a  specific  purchase  program  estab¬ 
lished  by  GSA.  These  programs  Include 
electronic  data  processing  (EDP)  tapes, 
tabulating  machine  cards,  and  margin¬ 
ally  punched  continuous  forms.  Instruc¬ 
tions  for  acquisition  of  these  supplies  are 
set  forth  in  SS  101-26.508,  101-26.509, 
and  101-26.703,  respectively. 

*  •  •  •  • 

3.  Sections  4-1.001, 4-1.302-1  and  para¬ 
graph  4-1.302-3  (a)  are  revised  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  4—1.001  Scope  of  Subpart. 

This  subpart  sets  forth  introductory 
information  pertaining  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  Procurement  Regu¬ 
lations  (AGPR). 

§  4-1.302-1  General. 

It  is  the  policy  to  assure  that  supplies 
and  services  procured  by  the  Department 
are  restricted  to  those  minimum  require¬ 
ments  that  are  adequate  to  meet  the 
needs  of  the  using  programs. 

§  4—1.302—3  Contracts  between  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  Government  employees 
or  business  concerns  substantially 
owned  or  controlled  by  Government 
employees. 

(a)  Policy.  Contracts  between  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  its  employees  are  prohib¬ 
ited  by  statute  only:  (1)  where  an  em¬ 
ployee  acts  as  an  agent  both  for  the 
Government  and  the  contractor  in  the 
transaction  of  business  (18  USC  208), 
and  (2)  where  the  services  to  be  ren¬ 
dered  under  a  contract  with  an  employee 
are  such  as  could  have  been  required  of 
him  in  his  official  capacity  (5  USC  5535, 
5536).  However,  aside  from  any  statu¬ 
tory  prohibition,  contracts  between  the 
Government  and  its  employees  are  open 
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to  criticism  for  possible  favoritism  and 
preferential  treatment  and  should  not, 
therefore,  he  made  except  for  the  most 
compelling  reasons  and  under  no  cir¬ 
cumstances  where  the  needs  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  reasonably  can  be  otherwise 
supplied.  The  hire  or  rental  of  equip¬ 
ment  from  employees  is  generally  pro¬ 
hibited.  See  S  4-4.5408  of  this  chapter  for 
leases  with  Government  employees  and 
18  use  208  (§  4-52.166  Agriculture  Pro¬ 
curement  Regulations)  for  acts  of  em¬ 
ployees  affecting  a  personal  financial 
interest. 

•  •  •  •  * 

Effective  date:  These  amendments  are 
effective  June  24,  1976. 

(5  use  301,  40  use  486(c).) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  21st 
day  of  June.  1976. 

George  C.  Knapp, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Operations. 

[FR  Doc .76-18343  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


Title  42— Public  Health 

CHAPTER  I— PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCA¬ 
TION,  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  D — GRANTS 

PART  54b— GRANTS  TO  STATES  FOR 
DRUG  ABUSE  PREVENTION  FUNCTIONS 

Allotment  Formula 

On  March  19, 1976  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  (41  FR  11553) 
which  would  (1)  revise  the  basis  for  de¬ 
termining  a  State’s  need  for  more  effec¬ 
tive  conduct  of  drug  abuse  prevention 
functions,  (2)  change  the  relative 
weights  in  the  allotment  formula,  and 
(3)  delete  the  requirement  that  a  State’s 
allotment  for  fiscal  year  1974  shall  not 
be  less  than  its  allotment  for  fiscal  year 
1973. 

The  original  allotment  formula  (38 
FR  4715,  February  21,  1973)  provided 
that  one-third  weight  would  be  afforded 
the  need  for  more  effective  conduct  of 
drug  abuse  prevention  functions.  This 
factor  would  be  measured  by  an  estimate 
of  chronic  drug  abusers  in  each  State 
relative  to  the  total  number  of  chronic 
drug  abusers  in  the  United  States.  It  was 
subsequently  determined  that  the  meth¬ 
odologies  used  to  derive  these  estimates 
were  unreliable  and  accordingly  the  al¬ 
lotment  formula  was  revised  to  eliminate 
this  factor.  The  current  allotment  for¬ 
mula  (39  FR  14209,  April  22,  1974)  there¬ 
fore  defined  need  solely  on  the  basis  of  a 
State’s  population  relative  to  the  total 
population  of  all  the  States.  This  was 
only  intended  to  serve  as  an  interim  for¬ 
mula  until  a  more  satisfactory  index  of 
need  could  be  developed. 

In  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
it  was  proposed  to  compute  a  State's 
need  for  more  effective  conduct  of  drug 
abuse  prevention  functions  on  the  basis 
of  three  equally-weighted  factors.  The 
first  factor  was  a  State’s  population  age 
twelve  to  twenty-four  inclusive,  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  population  of  that  age  group 
in  all  of  the  States.  Research  indicates 


that  this  group  is  most  at  risk  for  all 
types  of  drug  abuse.  The  second  factor 
which  was  proposed  to  be  used  was  the 
number  of  hepatitis,  Type  B  cases  in  a 
State  in  relation  to  the  total  number  of 
such  cases  in  all  the  States.  This  is  in¬ 
tended  to  provide  a  relative  estimate  of 
the  number  of  intravenous  drug  abusers 
in  a  State.  The  third  factor  which  was 
proposed  to  be  used  in  computing  need 
for  more  effective  conduct  of  drug  abuse 
prevention  functions  was  each  State’s 
relative  per  capita  expenditure  of  State 
funds  for  drug  abuse  prevention  func¬ 
tions.  This  factor  was  intended  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  measurement  of  the  extent  to 
w'hich  a  State  perceives  itself  as  having 
a  need  to  which  it  is  willing  to  commit 
fiscal  resources. 

The  need  for  more  effective  conduct  of 
drug  abuse  prevention  functions  would 
constitute  one-third  of  the  allotment 
formula.  The  proposed  formula  would 
retain  the  factor  which  is  computed  on 
the  basis  of  the  relationship  of  the  popu¬ 
lation  in  each  State  to  the  total  popula¬ 
tion  of  all  the  States.  This  factor  would 
constitute  one-third  of  the  formula.  The 
third  factor  would  be  computed  on  the 
basis  of  a  State’s  population  weighted  by 
financial  need  but  this  factor  would 
only  account  for  a  one-third  weight 
whereas  in  the  current  formula  this  fac¬ 
tor  is  given  a  two-thirds  weight. 

On  the  same  day  that  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  wras  published. 
Pub.  L.  94-237  (90  Stat.  241)  became  law\ 
Pub.  L.  94-237  amended,  in  part,  the 
statutory  provision  (21  U.S.C.  1176)  upon 
which  the  formula  allotment  regulations 
are  based.  Although  Congress  retained 
the  same  formula,  Pub.  L.  94-237  re¬ 
quires  that  not  later  than  June  15  of 
each  year,  the  Secretary,  after  consulta¬ 
tion  with  the  Director  of  the  National 
Institute  on  Drug  Abuse,  shall  publish  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  setting 
forth  a  formula  which  wall  be  used  to 
make  allotments  under  section  409  of  the 
Drug  Abuse  Office  and  Treatment  Act  of 
1972,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-237.  The 
Act  also  requires  the  Secretary  to  pub¬ 
lish  final  regulations  setting  forth  the 
formula  allotment  not  later  than  the 
first  day  of  each  fiscal  year.  These 
amendments  are  effective  for  fiscal  years 
beginning  on  and  after  October  1,  1976. 
In  determining  the  extent  of  need  for 
more  effective  conduct  of  drug  abuse  pre¬ 
vention  functions,  the  Act  requires  the 
Secretary  to  establish  by  regulations, 
within  180  days  after  enactment  of  the 
amendments,  a  methodology  to  assess 
and  determine  the  incidence  and  prev¬ 
alence  of  drug  abuse  to  be  applied  in 
determining  such  need. 

When  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making  was  published,  the  National  In¬ 
stitute  on  Drug  Abuse,  Alcohol,  Drug 
Abuse,  and  Mental  Health  Administra¬ 
tion,  in  an  effort  to  ensure  maximum 
opportunity  for  comment  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  formula,  forwarded  copies  of  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  to  the 
fifty-five  single  State  and  territorial 
agencies  for  drug  abuse  prevention  par¬ 
ticipating  in  the  Federal  formula  grant 
program.  Only  twenty-seven  comments 


were  received;  twenty-four  of  these  com¬ 
ments  were  from  State  and  territorial 
drug  abuse  agencies.  Comments  were 
also  received  from  the  National  Confer¬ 
ence  of  State  Criminal  Justice  Planning 
Administrators,  the  Alameda  County 
(California)  Health  Care  Services 
Agency,  and  the  Hennepin  County 
(Minnesota)  Department  of  Mental 
Health,  Mental  Retardation  and  Chemi¬ 
cal  Dependency. 

One  State  objected  to  the  inclusion  in 
the  formula  of  the  one-third  weight 
factor  determined  on  the  basis  of  the 
population  in  a  State  relative  to  the  total 
population  of  all  the  States.  The  corn- 
mentor  stated  that  this  factor  would  dis¬ 
criminate  against  smaller  States.  This 
comment  wras  rejected  because  section 
409  of  Pub.  L.  92-255  (21  U.S.C.  1176), 
as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-237,  requires 
that  the  formula  be  computed  on  the 
basis  of  relative  population,  financial 
need,  and  the  need  for  more  effective 
conduct  of  drug  abuse  prevention  func¬ 
tions.  Similarly,  another  commentor  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  one-third  weight  computed 
on  the  basis  of  the  total  population 
weighted  by  financial  need  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  relative  per  capita  income 
for  each  State.  The  commentor  stated 
that  this  factor  would  discriminate 
against  States  with  unequal  distribu¬ 
tions  of  wealth.  This  comment  was  dis¬ 
regarded  because  relative  per  capita  in¬ 
come  has  been  found  to  be  a  generally 
reliable  indicator  of  the  financial  need 
factor  which  must,  under  the  statute, 
be  included  in  the  computation. 

Most  of  the  comments  which  were  re¬ 
ceived  were  directed  toward  the  three 
factors  which  were  proposed  to  be  used 
in  computing  a  State’s  need  for  more 
effective  conduct  of  drug  abuse  preven¬ 
tion  functions.  Two  commentors  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  consideration  of  the  rela¬ 
tionship  of  the  population  age  twelve 
through  twenty-four  in  each  State  to  the 
total  population  of  that  age  group  in  all 
the  States.  One  of  the  States  noted  that 
its  data  suggest  that  there  is  a  substan¬ 
tial  drug  abuse  problem  in  that  State 
among  its  population  over  the  age  of 
twenty-four.  Although  it  is  recognized 
that  drug  abuse  is  by  no  means  confined 
to  the  young,  surveys  conducted  or 
funded  by  the  National  Institute  on 
Drug  Abuse  show  that  age  is  the  one  vari¬ 
able  most  consistently  correlated  with 
drug  abuse.  Therefore,  an  estimate  of 
the  youthfulness  of  a  State’s  population 
is  intended  to  provide  a  measurement  of 
the  population  most  at  risk  for  drug 
abuse,  and  accordingly  an  indication  of 
a  State's  need  for  more  effective  conduct 
of  drug  abuse  prevention  functions. 

The  second  commentor  who  opposed 
this  factor  stated  that  it  would  discrim¬ 
inate  against  smaller  States.  There  is  no 
evidence  to  suggest  that  this  is  accurate. 
In  fact,  the  National  Institute  on  Drug 
Abuse  has  determined  in  preliminary  cal¬ 
culations  that  neither  of  the  two  States 
who  oppose  the  consideration  of  the 
youthfulness  of  a  State’s  population 
would  be  harmed  by  the  Inclusion  of  this 
factor. 
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One  State  which  favored  consideration 
of  age  in  this  manner  stated  that  “the 
shift  in  philosophy  which  this  change 
portends  is  a  welcome  one,  in  that  It 
seems  to  indicate  that  the  National  In¬ 
stitute  on  Drug  Abuse  is  willing  to  ad¬ 
dress  more  than  chronic  opiate  use  in 
the  future.”  It  was  the  intent  in  selecting 
this  factor  to  provide  an  assessment  of 
a  population  subgroup  most  at  risk  for 
all  types  of  drug  abuse,  in  particular  non¬ 
opiate,  multiple  drug  use. 

Seventeen  states  and  the  Hennepin 
County  (Minnesota)  Department  of 
Mental  Health,  Mental  Retardation  and 
Chemical  Dependency  opposed  the  inclu¬ 
sion  of  the  relative  incidence  of  hepatitis, 
Type  B  in  the  determination  of  a  State’s 
need  for  more  effective  conduct  of  drug 
abuse  prevention  functions.  Five  States, 
and  the  Alameda  County  (California) 
Health  Care  Services  Agency,  specifically 
endorsed  the  use  of  this  factor. 

The  purpose  of  using  the  number  of 
hepatitis,  Type  B  cases  in  each  State  to 
the  total  number  of  those  cases  in  all  the 
States  is  to  provide  a  relative  indication 
of  the  number  of  intravenous  drug 
abusers.  Some  of  the  commentors  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  use  of  this  factor  because 
In  their  opinion  the  data  do  not  provide 
a  reliable  or  adequate  index  of  chronic 
or  intravenous  drug  use.  Validity  studies, 
however,  support  the  proposition  that 
hepatitis.  Type  B  is  a  valid  indicator  of 
the  incidence  of  intravenous  drug  use. 

Commentors  also  stated  that  the  re¬ 
porting  of  hepatitis,  Type  B  is  unsatisfac¬ 
tory.  It  is  recognized  that  only  a  portion 
of  all  hepatitis,  Type  B  cases  are  actually 
reported  as  required.  Nevertheless,  since 
this  factor  is  calculated  on  a  relative 
basis,  underreporting  of  hepatitis,  TVpe  B 
cases  does  not  penalize  any  State  pro¬ 
vided  that  all  States  underreport  to  the 
same  extent.  Therefore,  it  is  incumbent 
upon  all  States  to  ensure  that  the  under¬ 
reporting  which  exists  in  their  States  is 
no  worse  than  the  national  average. 

Some  States  also  criticized  the  inclu¬ 
sion  of  hepatitis.  Type  B  because,  even 
conceding  the  validity  of  such  data,  the 
only  type  of  drug  abuse  measured  by 
hepatitis,  Type  B  is  intravenous  or 
chronic  drug  abuse.  It  is  precisely  this 
type  of  drug  abuse  which  this  factor  is 
Intended  to  measure.  Clearly,  intravenous 
drug  use,  either  of  opiates  or  non-opiates 
such  as  amphetamines  and  barbiturates, 
presents  the  greatest  danger  to  the  health 
of  the  abuser.  Therefore,  to  the  extent 
that  a  State  has  a  disproportionate  per¬ 
centage  of  this  form  of  drug  abuse,  rela¬ 
tive  to  all  of  the  States,  this  is  a  valid 
factor  which  should  be  considered  in  de¬ 
termining  need.  Furthermore,  in  the 
Domestic  Council’s  "White  Paper  on 
Drug  Abuse”  (October  1975)  it  was  rec¬ 
ommended  that  intravenous  drug  users 
be  given  first  priority  in  the  allocation  of 
limited  treatment  resources. 

Although  the  utilization  of  hepatitis, 
Type  B  cases  does  present  certain  prob¬ 
lems  in  terms  of  the  completeness  and 
consistency  of  the  reporting,  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  that  the  need  factor  contain  an  as¬ 
sessment  of  this  drug  abusing  population. 
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Hepatitis,  Type  B  is  an  indicator  that  is 
available  for  all  States  and  no  better 
method  for  collecting  this  kind  of  data 
was  suggested  in  any  of  the  comments 
which  were  received.  While  indicator 
methodology  exists  to  make  better  esti¬ 
mates,  the  required  data  are  not  collected 
in  all  States.  General  population  surveys 
have  ordinarily  been  inadequate  in  un¬ 
covering  and  reporting  heroin  use.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  despite  the  objection  to  the  use 
of  this  factor,  it  has  been  decided  to 
retain  hepatitis,  Type  B  and  to  encourage 
States  to  improve  the  reporting  of  such 
cases.  It  is  important  to  note  that  this 
factor  constitutes  only  one-ninth  of  the 
total  drug  abuse  allotment  formula. 

In  the  proposed  regulations  it  was 
stated  that  the  data  which  will  be  used 
to  measure  the  number  of  hepatitis,  Type 
B  cases  will  be  data  that  are  available 
from  the  Center  for  Disease  Control 
(CDC) .  At  least  one  state,  Georgia,  has 
its  own  State  reporting  system  for  hepa¬ 
titis,  Type  B  and  does  not  report  to  CDC. 
Therefore,  the  final  regulations  have 
been  revised  to  reflect  the  fact  that  where 
a  State  does  not  report  to  CDC,  data 
from  a  comparable  State  reporting  sys¬ 
tem  will  be  acceptable  in  computing  a 
State’s  need  for  more  effective  conduct  of 
drug  abuse  prevention  functions. 

One  commentor  stated  that  the  inci¬ 
dence  of  hepatitis,  Type  B  might  be  af¬ 
fected  by  various  State  laws  controlling 
access  to  hypodermic  needles  and  sy¬ 
ringes.  No  data,  however,  were  presented 
to  support  the  claim  that  States  with 
greater  restrictions  on  the  availability 
of  these  implements  have  fewer  hepatitis. 
Type  B  cases.  It  is  conceded  that  such 
laws  may  have  some  effect  on  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  hypodermic  needles  and  sy¬ 
ringes  but  it  is  also  arguable  that  given 
the  illegality  of  most  intravenous  drug 
use  such  persons  may  not  be  effectively 
deterred  from  acquiring,  legally  or  il¬ 
legally,  these  devices.  Accordingly,  in  the 
absence  of  any  evidence  demonstrating 
a  relationship  between  such  laws  and 
hepatitis,  Type  B  rates  it  is  appropriate 
to  discount  this  objection.  Any  data 
which  could  be  presented  to  substantiate 
this  purported  relationship  will,  of 
course,  be  considered  in  future  revisions 
to  the  drug  abuse  allotment  formula. 

Another  commentor  stated  that  the 
availability  of  methadone  maintenance 
treatment  in  particular  geographical 
areas  may  result  in  fewer  hepatitis, 
Type  B  cases  in  those  places.  Once  again, 
no  data  were  presented  to  substantiate 
this  claim.  Accordingly,  in  the  absence  of 
any  data  on  this  issue,  it  is  not  appropri¬ 
ate  to  change  this  factor.  As  stated  above 
in  regard  to  restrictions  on  hypodermic 
needles  and  syringes,  any  data  which  are 
submitted  will  be  considered  in  future 
revisions  to  the  formula. 

A  final  objection  to  the  use  of  hepa¬ 
titis,  Type  B  is  that  the  number  of  hepa¬ 
titis,  TVpe  unspecified  cases  exceeds  the 
number  of  hepatitis.  Type  A  or  hepatitis. 
Type  B  cases.  The  implication  of  this 
comment  is  that  a  substantial  number  of 
the  hepatitis,  Type  unspecified  cases  are 
actually  hepatitis,  Type  B  cases,  and 
therefore  the  total  number  of  hepatitis. 
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Type  B  cases  is  understated.  Assuming 
this  is  true,  there  has  been  no  reason 
presented  that  would  indicate  that  the 
number  of  hepatitis.  Type  B  cases  which 
were  diagnosed  simply  as  hepatitis,  type 
unspecified  would  vary  to  any  significant 
degree  from  one  State  to  another.  Con¬ 
sequently,  since  the  drug  abuse  allotment 
formula  seeks  a  measurement  of  the  rel¬ 
ative  incidence  of  hepatitis,  Type  B,  the 
reporting  of  some  hepatitis,  Type  B  cases 
as  unspecified  should  have  no  measur¬ 
able  impact  on  a  State’s  share  of  the 
formula  allotments. 

To  summarize  with  regard  to  the  ob¬ 
jections  raised  to  the  inclusion  of  hepa¬ 
titis,  Type  B  as  a  one-third  factor  in 
determining  the  need  for  more  effective 
conduct  of  drug  abuse  prevention  func¬ 
tions,  it  is  acknowledged  that  given  the 
reporting  problems  which  exist  that  this 
is  not  the  ideal  measure  of  intravenous 
drug  use.  Nevertheless,  given  the  very 
limited  number  of  valid  drug  abuse  indi¬ 
cators  which  can  provide  any  reliable 
degree  of  comparability  among  States,  it 
has  been  decided  to  retain  this  contro¬ 
versial  factor.  It  is  essential  in  comput¬ 
ing  need  that  there  be  included  some 
estimate  of  that  population  of  drug 
abusers  who  are  using  a  drug  intra¬ 
venously.  Hepatitis,  Type  B,  although 
imperfect,  is  the  best  available  indicator. 

Earlier  efforts  to  require  the  States  to 
conduct  incidence  and  prevalence  stud¬ 
ies  proved  extremely  costly  and  provided 
little  or  no  useful  data.  Despite  the  fact 
that  a  substantial  proportion  of  the 
States  contracted  with  the  same  organi¬ 
zation  to  conduct  these  studies,  these 
surveys  failed  to  provide  comparable  data 
in  part  because  of  the  inadequate  or  dif¬ 
fering  data  bases  which  exist  in  the 
States.  Consequently,  it  was  thought  in¬ 
appropriate  at  this  time  to  require  more 
elaborate  computations  of  need  in  view 
of  the  costs  involved  and  the  continuing 
unlikelihood  that  the  data  would  be  of 
substantially  greater  utility  than  the 
three  factors  which  will  be  used  to  meas¬ 
ure  a  State’s  need  for  more  effective 
conduct  of  drug  abuse  prevention  func¬ 
tions.  In  addition,  it  should  be  noted  that 
the  National  Institute  on  Drug  Abuse 
eliminated  the  requirement  for  incidence 
and  prevalence  studies  primarily  because 
many  of  the  States  objected  to  the  ex¬ 
pense  involved. 

The  third  factor  which  is  to  be  used  to 
determine  a  State’s  need  for  more  effec¬ 
tive  conduct  of  drug  abuse  prevention 
functions  is  a  State’s  standing  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  all  the  States  of  its  per  capita 
expenditure  of  State  funds  for  “drug 
abuse  prevention  functions”,  as  defined 
by  section  103(b)  of  the  Drug  Abuse  Of¬ 
fice  and  Treatment  Act  of  1972  (21  U.S.C. 
1103(b)),  as  amended  by  Public  Law 
94-237,  as  determined  on  the  basis  of 
data  certified  by  each  State  Comptroller. 

A  number  of  States  were  concerned 
that  this  factor  would  be  used  to  penalize 
those  States  which  have  made  significant 
commitments  to  the  funding  of  drug 
abuse  prevention  functions.  This  con¬ 
cern  is  unfounded.  The  intent  of  this 
provision  is  to  reward  those  States  which 
have  determined  that  they  have  a  drug 
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abuse  problem  which  warrants  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  State  resources.  In  other 
words,  a  State’s  expenditures  will  count 
positively  in  the  determination  of  its 
formula  allotment. 

One  of  the  commentors  criticized  this 
proposed  factor  on  the  grounds  that  the 
proposed  regulation  did  not  specify  what 
types  of  expenditures  would  be  accept¬ 
able  in  computing  this  Item.  Further¬ 
more,  one  commentor  raised  the  issue  of 
whether  appropriations  rather  than  ac¬ 
tual  expenditures  would  be  acceptable 
since  appropriations  can  be  more  readily 
determined  in  a  timely  fashion.  It  has 
been  decided  that  in  order  to  provide 
States  with  greater  specificity  in  this  area 
that  the  National  Institute  on  Drug 
Abuse  will  issue  guidelines  which  will  ex¬ 
plain  more  fully  what  fiscal  commitments 
may  be  considered  in  computing  this 
factor.  It  is  important,  however,  to  note 
that  the  scope  of  permissible  expendi¬ 
tures  is  limited  by  the  definition  of  “drug 
abuse  prevention  function”  as  set  forth 
in  section  103  of  Pub.  L.  92-255,  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-237. 

In  regard  to  the  issue  of  expenditures 
versus  appropriations,  it  is  agreed  that 
appropriations  for  drug  abuse  prevention 
functions  can,  in  all  probability,  be  de¬ 
termined  more  easily  and  in  a  more 
timely  manner,  than  actual  expendi¬ 
tures.  Therefore,  the  final  regulations 
have  been  amended  to  reflect  this 
change. 

One  commentor  claimed  that  this  fac¬ 
tor  would  discriminate  against  States 
without  computers.  There  is  no  evidence 
to  suggest  that  States  would  be  unable 
to  gather  this  information  without  com¬ 
puters.  but  given  the  change  to  appro¬ 
priations  from  expenditures,  this  prob¬ 
lem,  to  the  extent  that  it  ever  existed, 
should  be  eliminated. 

One  State  objected  to  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  expenditures  on  the  grounds  that 
it  does  not  provide  an  accurate  reflection 
of  the  drug  abuse  problem  in  a  State. 
The  legislative  history  of  Pub.  L.  94-237 
indicates,  however,  that  Congress  con¬ 
sidered  this  to  be  a  valid  method  of 
measuring  need.  The  report  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Wel¬ 
fare  states  that  “in  determining  the  need 
for  more  effective  conduct  of  the  drug 
abuse  prevention  functions,  the  Commit¬ 
tee  believes  it  reasonable  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary  should  consider  as  evidence  of 
such  need,  the  scope  and  funding  sup¬ 
port  provided  by  or  through  the  single 
state  agency  within  the  respective 
states.”  (S.  Rep.  No.  94-218,  94th  Con¬ 
gress.  1st  Sess.  p.  13,  June  20,  1975.). 
With  specific  Congressional  endorsement 
of  this  formula  element,  this  factor 
should  be  changed  only  under  the  most 
exigent  circumstances. 

Two  commentors  requested  that  local, 
as  well  as  State,  expenditures  for  drug 
abuse  prevention  functions  be  included 
in  computing  this  factor.  This  has  been 
considered  and  it  has  been  decided  that 
this  wrould  not  be  appropriate.  Since  for¬ 
mula  funds  go  to  the  States  it  should  be 
the  State’s  perception  of  its  need  and  Its 
reaction  thereto  which  Is  considered  in 
the  formula  allotment.  States  should  be 


neither  penalized  nor  rewarded  for  the 
level  of  local  expenditures  for  drug  abuse 
prevention  functions. 

One  state  sought  clarification  of  the 
term  "State  Comptroller.”  The  final  reg¬ 
ulations  have  been  revised  to  reflect  the 
fact  that  certification  by  an  equivalent 
State  officer  will  be  accepted  regardless 
of  the  exact  title  of  such  individual.  This 
will  be  further  explained  in  guidelines  to 
be  issued  by  the  National  Institute  on 
Drug  Abuse. 

Two  additional  miscellaneous  com¬ 
ments  were  received.  One  State  sug¬ 
gested  that  a  $200,000  minimum  grant 
award  should  be  established.  Pub.  L.  94- 
237  limits  the  minimum  grant  award  to 
$100,000  with  a  provision  that  this  may 
be  increased  to  $150,000  where  a  State  can 
demonstrate  need.  Therefore,  there  is  no 
authority  to  increase  these  limits 
through  regulations.  Finally,  one  State 
requested  that  the  formula  allotment  be 
amended  to  stipulate  that  no  State 
would  receive  less  than  the  amount 
which  it  received  last  year.  Although  it 
is  understood  that  many  States  may 
have  appropriated  funds  based  upon 
their  expectations  under  the  current 
formula,  such  a  stipulation  would  be  in¬ 
appropriate.  The  total  formula  grant 
amount  has  not  changed  since  last  year. 
Therefore,  adding  a  provision  to  this 
effect  would  mean  that  each  State  would 
receive  the  same  amount  as  last  year, 
thereby  negating  the  effect  of  the  new 
need  requirement.  This  would  clearly 
contradict  Congressional  intent.  In  the 
report  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare  It  is  stated  that: 

The  Committee  wishes  to  stress  that  the 
provision  of  these  funds  must  be  based  on 
demonstrated  need,  as  provided  in  the  origi¬ 
nal  legislation,  and  is  adamant  that  this  re¬ 
quirement  be  met.  (S.  Rep.  94-218,  94th 
Congress,  1st  Sess.  p.  12,  June  20,  1976). 

The  report  quoted  with  approval  an 
earlier  statement  in  Senate  Report  92- 
509,  wherein  it  was  specifically  stated 
that: 

The  Committee  considers  that  each  of  the 
factors  should  be  weighed  equally  and  that 
the  last  factor — the  need  for  the  various  pro¬ 
grams — is  different  from  the  first — popula¬ 
tion.  (quoted  at  p.  13  of  S.  Rep.  94-218). 

Therefore,  retaining  the  same  dis¬ 
tribution  of  funds  as  last  fiscal  year 
would  contravene  the  clear  intent  of  the 
Congress. 

As  noted  above,  Pub.  L.  94-237  requires 
that  within  180  days  of  its  enactment, 
the  Secretary  is  required  by  regulation  to 
establish  a  methodology  to  assess  and 
determine  the  incidence  and  prevalence 
of  drug  abuse  to  be  applied  to  determin¬ 
ing  the  need  for  more  effective  conduct 
of  drug  abuse  prevention  functions. 
Senate  Report  94-218  makes  clear  that 
the  Secretary  should  have  wide  latitude 
in  devising  this  methodology  and  should 
consult  with  the  drug  abuse  field,  partic¬ 
ularly  the  Single  State  Agencies,  during 
this  process  (p.  13) . 

Given  the  three  factors  which  it  has 
been  decided  should  be  used  in  determin¬ 
ing  need  for  more  effective  conduct  of 
drug  abuse  prevention  functions,  the 
question  of  methodology  is  easily  re¬ 


solved,  and  the  final  regulations  have 
been  revised  to  state  more  explicitly  the 
source  of  or  manner  in  which  such  data 
should  be  collected.  With  regard  to  the 
first  factor  comprising  need,  the  rela¬ 
tionship  of  the  population  age  twelve 
through  twenty-four  in  each  State  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  total  population  of  that  age 
group  in  all  the  States,  this  will  be  com¬ 
puted  on  the  basis  of  data  available  for 
the  most  recent  year  from  the  United 
States  Census  Bureau. 

The  second  factor,  hepatitis.  Type  B, 
cases  will  be  collected  from  the  Center 
for  Disease  Control  or  alternatively, 
where  a  State  does  not  report  to  the 
Center  for  Disease  Control,  but  operates 
its  own  hepatitis  reporting  system,  the 
number  of  reports  from  that  system  will 
be  accepted. 

Finally,  the  third  factor,  appropria¬ 
tions  of  State  funds  for  drug  abuse  pre¬ 
vention  functions,  will  be  computed  on 
the  basis  of  data  certified  by  the  State 
Comptroller  or  equivalent  State  official. 

Accordingly,  it  is  the  intent  of  these 
regulations  to  satisfy  the  Congressional 
directive  to  include  a  need  requirement 
in  the  computation  of  the  drug  abuse  al¬ 
lotment  formula  and  to  establish  a 
methodology  for  establishing  such  need. 

This  amendment  is  made  pursuant  to 
the  authority  of  section  409  of  the  Drug 
Abuse  Office  and  Treatment  Act  of  1972 
(21U.S.C.  1176). 

Therefore,  42  CFR  54b.  102  is  amended 
as  set  forth  below. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  be¬ 
comes  effective  on  June  24, 1976. 

Dated:  June  16, 1976. 

Theodore  Cooper, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health. 

Approved:  June  21,  1976. 

Marjorie  Lynch, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance, 
Program  No.  13.269,  Mental  Health-Drug 
Abuse  Formula  Grants.) 

Section  54b.l02  of  42  CFR  Is  amended 
by  revising  paragraph  (a)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  54b.  102  Allotments. 

(a)  Allotments  to  States.  The  allot¬ 
ment  to  the  States  under  section  409  of 
the  Drug  Abuse  Office  and  Treatment  Act 
of  1972,  as  amended  by  Public  Law  94- 
237,  will  be  computed  by  the  Secretary  as 
follows: 

(1)  One-third  weight  on  the  basis 
of  the  relationship  of  the  population  in 
each  State  to  the  total  population  of  all 
the  States; 

(2)  One-third  weight  on  the  basis  of 
total  population  weighted  by  financial 
need  as  determined  by  the  relative  per 
capita  income  for  each  State  for  the 
three  most  recent  consecutive  years  for 
which  data  is  available  from  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce ;  and 

(3)  One-third  weight  on  the  basis  of 
need  for  more  effective  conduct  of  drug 
abuse  prevention  functions  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  following  three  equally 
weighted  factors: 
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(1)  The  relationship  of  the  population 
age  twelve  through  twenty-four  in  each 
State  to  the  total  population  of  that  age 
group  in  all  the  States  on  the  basis  of 
data  from  the  U.8.  Census  Bureau  for 
the  most  recent  calendar  year ; 

<ii)  The  relationship  of  the  number  of 
nepatitis,  Type  B,  cases  in  each  State 
to  the  total  number  of  those  cases  in  all 
the  States,  determined  on  the  basis  of 
data  available  from  the  Center  for  Dis¬ 
ease  Control,  United  States  Public  Health 
Service  for  the  most  recent  calendar 
year  or  where  a  State  does  not  report  to 
the  Center  for  Disease  Control  on  the 
basis  of  data  available  from  a  compara¬ 
ble  State  reporting  system;  and 

(ill)  The  standing,  in  relation  to  all 
other  States,  of  each  State’s  per  capita 
appropriation  of  State  funds  for  “drug 
abuse  prevention  functions,”  as  defined 
by  section  103(b)  of  the  Drug  Abuse 
Office  and  Treatment  Act  of  1972  (21 
USC  1103(b)),  as  amended  by  Public 
Law  94-237,  determined  on  the  basis  of 
data  certified  by  each  State  Comptroller 
or  equivalent  State  official. 

•  •  •  *  • 

[FR  Doc. 76-18444  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


Title  46 — Shipping 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD, 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD74-305] 

PART  III — ELECTRICAL  SYSTEM, 
GENERAL  REQUIREMENTS 

Cable  Splicing 

These  amendments  revise  the  regula¬ 
tions  pertaining  to  cable  splicing  on  ves¬ 
sels.  The  amendments  permit  splicing  of 
all  types  of  cable  on  a  vessel,  revise  the 
methods  for  making  cable  splices,  and 
revise  the  conditions  under  which  splices 
may  be  made. 

The  amendments  adopt  current  cable 
splicing  technology.  Their  purpose  is  to 
facilitate  installation  and  replacement 
of  cables  on  vessels  with  a  corresponding 
reduction  in  construction  and  alteration 
costs.  Trial  installations  using  the  cable 
splicing  methods  adopted  in  these 
amendments  and  a  study  performed  by 
the  U.S.  Maritime  Administration,  Todd 
Shipyards  Seattle,  and  the  University 
of  Washington  applied  Physics  Labora¬ 
tory  show  that  permitting  extensive  cable 
splicing  using  the  splicing  methods 
adopted  does  not  present  a  hazard  to  a 
vessel  or  its  personnel. 

On  October  8,  1975,  a  notice  of  pro- 
prosed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  47140).  Three 
written  communications  were  received 
concerning  the  proposal.  A  discussion  of 
the  comments  and  revisions  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  follows: 

1.  One  commenter  opposed  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  delete  the  prohibition  in  §  111.60- 
15  against  splicing  a  propulsion  cable 
because  the  splice  would  most  likely  be  ih 
an  engine  room  which  is  subject  to  ex¬ 
treme  temperature  and  moisture  condi¬ 
tions.  The  study  of  cable  splicing  methods 
performed  shows  that  a  cable  spliced  in 
accordance  with  the  splicing  methods 
adopted  does  not  pose  a  safety  hazard 
when  used  in  temperature  and  moisture 


conditions  found  in  an  engine  room.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  comment  is  not  adopted. 

2.  One  commenter  suggested  that  the 
phrase  “by  a  qualified  person”  be  deleted 
from  S  1 11. 60-40 (b)  since  the  qualifica¬ 
tions  are  not  defined.  The  qualifications 
are  described  in  $  110.15-160. 

3.  One  commentor  stated  that  the 
amount  of  insulation  in  a  cable  is  critical 
and,  in  particular,  that  too  much  insu¬ 
lation  can  cause  the  cable  to  overheat 
and  cause  deterioration  of  the  cable  in¬ 
sulation.  Proposed  $  111.60-40(b)  (2)  pro¬ 
vided  in  part  that  replacement  insulation 
had  to  have  thermal  properties  that  were 
the  same  or  equivalent  to  the  original 
insulation.  The  purpose  of  this  rule  was 
to  preclude  the  use  of  too  much  insula¬ 
tion;  however,  the  rule  has  been  clarified 
to  emphasize  the  importance  of  selecting 
replacement  insulation  that  has  ade¬ 
quate  heat  transfer  capability.  Section 
111.60-40(b)  (2)  as  adopted  requires  re¬ 
placement  insulation  to  have  a  heat 
transfer  capability  that  is  the  same  as  or 
better  than  that  of  the  original  cable  in¬ 
sulation. 

4.  One  commenter  suggested  that  the 
materials  used  in  a  splice  should  be 
chemically  compatible  with  the  materials 
of  the  cable. 

Section  1 11. 60-40 (c)  has  been  added 
to  adopt  this  suggestion.  Compliance 
with  this  requirement  will  prevent  de¬ 
terioration  of  the  cable  caused  by  use  of 
chemically  incompatible  materials.  Most 
of  the  materials  presently  used  in  cable 
splicing  are  chemically  compatible  with 
the  cables  to  be  spliced;  and,  therefore, 
prior  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  for 
this  additional  rule  is  unnecessary. 

5.  Two  comments  were  received  recom¬ 
mending  changes  to  the  requirement  in 
§  111.60-40(b)  (4).  This  section  provides 
that  a  splice  in  armored  cable  must  have 
either  replacement  armor  or  a  jumper 
that  connects  the  cable  armor  on  each 
side  of  the  splice  and  that  maintains  the 
electrical  continuity  of  the  cable  armor. 
One  comment  suggested  that  if  replace¬ 
ment  armor  is  used  It  should  be  the  same 
size  as  the  original  armor.  This  addi¬ 
tional  requirement  is  not  necessary.  The 
only  purpose  that  replacement  armor 
serves  is  to  ground  the  cable  armor;  re¬ 
placement  armor  in  any  thickness  can 
accomplish  this  purpose.  The  other  com¬ 
ment  suggested  that  evsry  splice  of 
armored  cable  should  have  replacement 
armor  as  a  protective  measure.  Use  of 
replacement  armor  as  a  protective  meas¬ 
ure  is  likewise  unnecessary.  The  only 
purpose  for  using  cable  armor  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  protection  to  the  cable  during  its 
installation ;  however,  each  splice  allowed 
by  the  regulations  in  this  rule  making 
would  not  occur  until  after  installation. 

6.  One  commentor  mentioned  the  pos¬ 
sible  need  for  regulating  the  minimum 
spacing  between  splices  in  a  cable.  This 
requirement  was  not  proposed  in  the 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking.  Short 
spacing  between  splices  does  not  pose  a 
safety  hazard.  In  any  event,  short  spac¬ 
ing  will  not  occur  because  of  the  expense 
involved  in  splicing  and  because  of  the 
restrictions  in  §  111.60-40  on  where 
splices  may  be  made. 


7.  Two  commentors  suggested  minor 
clarifications  to  the  proposal  which  have 
been  adopted. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
111  of  Title  46  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  adding  a  new  5  111.05— 5(f)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§111.05—5  Plan  approval. 

(f)  Location  of  splices.  The  plans  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraphs  (d)(10),  (d)(12), 

(d) (16),  (d) (17),  (d) (18),  (d) (19)  and 

(e)  (2)  of  this  section  must  show  the  lo¬ 
cation  of  each  cable  splice. 

2.  By  striking  the  words  “Propulsion 
cable  are  to  have  no  splices  or  joints 
except  terminal  joints,  and”  in  §  111.60- 
15  and  revising  the  rest  of  the  section 
without  substantive  change  to  read  as 
follows : 

§111.60—15  Propulsion  cables. 

(a)  During  Installation  each  propul¬ 
sion  cable  end  must  be  sealed  until  per¬ 
manently  attached  to  a  terminal. 

(b)  Each  propulsion  cable  terminal 
must  be  sealed  after  installation  of  the 
cable  to  prevent  admission  of  moisture 
and  air. 

(c)  Each  propulsion  cable  support 
must  be  strong  enough  to  withstand  short 
circuited  conditions,  may  not  be  spaced 
more  than  3  feet  apart  from  each  adja¬ 
cent  support,  and  must  be  arranged  to 
prevent  chafing  of  the  cable. 

§  111.60—25  [Amended] 

3.  By  revoking  paragraphs  (j) ,  (k) ,  and 
(1)  in  8  111.60-25. 

4.  By  adding  a  new  §  111.60-40  to  read 
as  follows : 

§  111.60—40  Cable  splicing. 

(a)  A  cable  may  be  spliced  only  under 
the  following  conditions: 

(1) A  cable  installed  in  a  subassembly 
may  be  spliced  to  a  cable  installed  in 
another  subassembly. 

(2)  For  a  vessel  receiving  alterations, 
a  cable  may  be  spliced  to  extend  a  cir¬ 
cuit. 

(3)  A  cable  having  a  large  size  or  ex¬ 
ceptional  length  may  be  spliced  to  facili¬ 
tate  its  installation. 

(4)  A  cable  may  be  spliced  to  replace 
a  damaged  section  of  the  cable  if  before 
replacing  the  damaged  section  the  in¬ 
sulation  resistance  of  the  remainder  of 
the  cable  is  measured  to  determine  the 
condition  of  the  insulation. 

(b)  A  splice  authorized  by  this  section 
must  be  made  by  a  qualified  person  with 
a  one  cycle  compression  tool  and  must 
have  the  following: 

(1)  A  pressure-type  butt  connector 
that  is  listed  by  Underwriters’  Labora¬ 
tories,  Inc.  under  U.L.  486  “Standard  for 
Wire  Connectors  and  Soldering  Lugs”. 

(2)  Replacement  insulation  that — 

(i)  Has  the  same  or  greater  thickness 
than  that  of  the  cable  insulation; 

(ii)  Has  electrical  properties  that  are 
the  same  as  or  better  than  the  electrical 
properties  of  the  cable  insulation;  and 

(iii)  Has  a  heat  transfer  capability 
that  is  the  same  as  or  better  than  that 
of  the  original  cable  insulation; 
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(3)  A  watertight  replacement  jacket 
that  Is  heat  shrinkable  or  prestretched 
tubing  of  the  same  or  a  greater  thickness 
than  that  of  the  cable  jacket  and  that 
has  properties  that  are  the  same  as  or 
better  than  those  of  the  cable  jacket. 

(4)  For  armored  cable,  replacement 
armor  or  a  jumper  that  connects  to  the 
cable  armor  on  each  side  of  the  splice 
and  that  maintains  the  electrical  con¬ 
tinuity  of  the  cable  armor. 

(c)  Each  butt  connector,  the  replace¬ 
ment  insulation,  and  the  watertight  re¬ 
placement  jacket  used  in  a  splice  must 
be  chemically  compatible  with  each 
other  and  with  the  materials  of  the 
cable. 

(46  TJ.S.C.  375,  391a,  416,  and  481;  49  U.S.C. 
•1655(b)(1);  49  CFR  1.4(b)  and  1.46.) 

Effective  date:  These  amendments 
shall  become  effective  on  July  26,  1976. 

Dated:  June  17, 1976. 

E.  L.  Perry, 

Vice  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Acting  Commandant. 

IFR  Doc.76-18371  FUed  8-23-76;8:45  am] 


Title  47 — Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 

COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[FCC  76-544] 

PART  0— COMMISSION  ORGANIZATION 

Chief  Engineer;  Delegation  of  Authority 

By  the  Commission:  Commissioner 
Lee  absent. 

1.  To  promote  the  prompt  and  orderly 
conduct  of  Commission  business,  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  the  Chief  Engineer  should  be 
authorized  to  act  on  requests  for  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  which  are  related  to  matters 
for  which  he  is  responsible.  Such  requests 
are  now  acted  on  by  the  General  Counsel. 

2.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  effective 
June  30,  1976,  That  S  0.241  of  the  rules 
is  amended  to  grant  such  authority  to 
the  Chief  Engineer.  The  text  of  the 
amendment  is  set  out  below.  Authority 
for  this  action  is  contained  in  sections 
4(1)  and  5(d)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  47  U.S.C.  154  (i) 
and  155(d) .  Because  this  amendment  in¬ 
volves  a  matter  of  internal  organization 
and  procedure,  the  prior  notice  and  ef¬ 
fective  date  requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553 
are  inapplicable. 

(Secs.  4,  5,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066,  1068; 
48  U.S.C.  154,  155) 

Adopted:  June  15, 1976. 

Released:  June  21, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary 

In  Part  0  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  $  0.241 
(d)  Is  added,  to  read  as  follows : 

§  0.241  Authority  delegated  to  the  Chief 
Engineer. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  To  act  on  requests  for  extension 
of  Ume  within  which  briefs,  comments 


and  pleadings  may  be  filed,  in  matters 
or  proceedings  for  which  the  Office  is 
responsible  or  primarily  responsible.  (If 
responsibility  is  shared  with  other  Bu¬ 
reaus  or  Offices,  action  shall  be  coordi¬ 
nated  with  them.) 

JFR  Doc.76-18387  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  I— MATERIALS  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  BUREAU,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  HM-103;  HM-112;  Amdt.  Nos. 
171-32,  172-29,  173-94,  174-26,  175-1,  176-1, 
177-35] 

CONSOLIDATION  OF  HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS  REGULATIONS 

Extension  of  Mandatory  Compliance  Dates 

On  April  15, 1976,  the  Materials  Trans¬ 
portation  Bureau  (MTB)  published  a 
final  consolidation  of  hazardous  mate¬ 
rials  regulations  (41  FR  15972).  That  , 
amendment  becomes  effective  July  1, 

1976.  Under  the  terms  of  the  effective 
date  provision  appearing  in  the  April  15, 
1976  publication,  compliance  with  cer¬ 
tain  portions  of  the  amendment  was  not 
required  until  January  1,  1977,  July  1, 

1977,  or  July  1,  1979  (the  latter  date  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  use  of  preprinted  shipper’s 
certifications) . 

Since  the  April  15  publication,  36  pe¬ 
titioners  have  addressed  the  effective 
date  provision  in  51  separate  submis¬ 
sions,  either  directly  requesting  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  provision  or  noting 
some  difficulty  in  the  application  of  that 
provision.  Based  upon  the  discussions 
provided  in  support  of  such  petitions  and 
other  comments,  and  upon  further  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  MTB,  it  appears  ap¬ 
propriate  to  amend  the  effective  date 
provision  as  it  relates  to  portions  of  the 
amendment  subject  to  delayed  manda¬ 
tory  compliance.  These  alterations  are 
accomplished  herein  by  substituting  a 
new  effective  date  provision  in  place  of 
the  one  originally  appearing  in  the  April 
15  publication. 

Requests  for  relief  included  recom¬ 
mendations  in  some  cases  as  to  compli¬ 
ance  dates  for  specific  problem  areas, 
and  in  other  cases  as  to  the  time  and 
mechanics  necessary  to  implement  HM- 
112  in  its  entirety.  Of  those  dealing  with 
the  matter  of  total  implementation,  com¬ 
ments  fell  into  two  general  categories. 
One  group  of  comments  favored  use  of  a 
single  mandatory  compliance  date,  usu¬ 
ally  preceded  by  a  period  of  voluntary 
compliance.  The  single  dates  recom¬ 
mended  were  generally  January  1,  1978, 
July  1,  1977,  or  July  1,  1978,  in  rough 
order  of  frequency.  Those  recommending 
a  single  date  frequently  suggested  that 
it  be  twelve  or  eighteen  months  after 
any  final  corrections  to  HM-112  are  pub¬ 
lished.  The  order  of  the  listing  above  is 
based  on  MTB  publication  of  those  cor¬ 
rections  by  July.  A  document  for  that 
purpose  is  presently  nearing  completion 
within  the  Office  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Operations. 

A  second  group  of  comments  favored 
retaining  the  “phased”  implementation 
approach  that  was  followed  in  the  orig¬ 


inal  effective  date  provision  but  recom¬ 
mended  changes  in  timing  and  mechan¬ 
ics.  That  group  generally  recommended 
that  a  period  of  voluntary  compliance 
commencing  July  1,  1976,  be  followed  by 
a  January  1, 1977  mandatory  compliance 
date  for  marking,  labeling  and  packaging 
requirements,  and  that  shipping  paper 
and  placarding  requirements  be  made 
mandatory  January  1,  1978.  The  second 
group  also  recommended  a  “grand¬ 
father”  provision  allowing  packages  filled 
before  January  1,  1977,  to  be  shipped 
under  the  old  regulations  until  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1978. 

In  general,  comments  placed  in  the 
docket  since  publication  of  the  final  HM- 
112  amendment  take  issue  with  the  orig¬ 
inal  effective  date  provision  in  several 
areas.  The  provision  is  said  to  provide 
insufficient  time  to  retain  shipper  and 
carrier  personnel;  to  allow  persons  af¬ 
fected  by  the  amendment  to  adequately 
analyze  it;  to  allow  the  MTB  itself  to 
evaluate  and  act  on  petitions  for  recon¬ 
sideration;  to  allow  depletion  of  old 
stocks  of  shipping  paper  and  merchan¬ 
dise;  and  to  allow  preparation  of  tariff 
amendments  reflecting  the  new  regula¬ 
tory  requirements.  Those  complaints 
have  been  exacerbated  by  apparent  de¬ 
lays  in  the  availability  of  additional 
copies  of  the  April  15  Federal  Register 
publication. 

Discussions  provided  in  support  of  re¬ 
quests  for  relief  from  the  effective  date 
provision  have  tended  to  be  somewhat 
conclusory  in  nature.  While  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  provisions  of  HM-112 
in  some  cases  may  prove  burdensome,  re¬ 
quiring  those  subject  to  it  to  undergo 
training,  to  alter  old  equipment  or  ac¬ 
quire  new  equipment,  and  in  some  cases 
to  alter  manner  of  shipment,  the  MTB 
continues  to  believe  that  an  expedited 
implementation  schedule  is  in  the  best 
interest  of  the  public.  Whenever  two  dif¬ 
fering  sets  of  regulatory  requirements 
may  apply  to  the  same  situation,  obvious 
difficulties  exist  which  should  be  mini¬ 
mized  as  far  as  possible.  It  is  for  this  rea¬ 
son  that  proposals  for  a  single  mandatory 
compliance  date,  preceded  by  a  year  or 
more  of  optional  voluntary  compliance, 
have  been  rejected.  However,  a  general 
six-month  period  of  optional  voluntary 
compliance  has  been  provided  in  recog¬ 
nition  of  the  need  for  some  degree  of  lat¬ 
itude  for  persons  subject  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  reach  full  compliance  in  a  delib¬ 
erate  but  timely  manner.  Delayed  com¬ 
pliance  beyond  that  six-month  period 
has  been  provided  for  certain  specific  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  amendment  for  which 
additional  time  appears  justified.  In  gen¬ 
eral,  those  requirements  for  which  addi¬ 
tional  voluntary  compliance  has  been  au¬ 
thorized  are  the  same  that  appeared  in 
the  original  effective  date  provision,  al¬ 
though  a  “grandfather”  provision  for 
stocks  of  merchandise  and  packaglngs 
has  been  added.  That  provision  allows 
packages  filled,  marked  or  labeled  before 
July  1,  1976,  in  accordance  with  regula¬ 
tions  in  effect  on  June  30,  1976  (old  reg¬ 
ulations)  ,  to  be  shipped  until  July  1, 1977. 
July  1, 1976,  has  been  selected  as  the  cut¬ 
off  date  for  package  qualification  under 


) 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  1 23— THURSDAY,  JUNE  24,  1976 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


26015 


this  provision,  rather  than  January  1, 
1977,  the  end  of  the  voluntary  compliance 
period,  to  avoid  encouraging  continued 
reliance  on  the  old  regulations  rather 
than  the  amendment.  Additionally,  au¬ 
thorization  for  delayed  compliance  with 
shipping  paper  requirements  has  been 
widened  and  is  coterminous  with  the 
“grandfather”  provision.  It  should  be 
noted  that  during  the  period  from  July  1, 
1976,  until  July  1,  197J,  during  which 
time  it  is  possible  that  packages  may  be 
shipped  and  shipping  paper  prepared  in 
accordance  with  either  the  old  regula¬ 
tions  or  in  accordance  with  the  amend¬ 
ment,  the  labeling  and  marking  of  pack¬ 
ages  must  be  consistent  with  the  hazard 
class  and  description  shown  on  the  ac¬ 
companying  shipping  paper.  This  limita¬ 
tion  is  necessary  to  insure  a  consistent 
presentation  of  hazard  information  in 
the  event  of  an  emergency  response 
situation. 

(1)  Review  and  training.  As  noted, 
necessary  corrections  to  the  amendment 
are  expected  to  be  published  by  July.  The 
new  effective  date  provision  provides  a 
six-month  voluntary  compliance  period 
that  may  be  used  for  a  phased  imple¬ 
mentation  program  at  the  discretion  of 
persons  subject  to  the  hazardous  ma¬ 
terials  regulations. 

(2)  Depletion  of  stock:  packages  and 
shipping  paper.  A  package  which  has 
been  filled,  marked  or  labeled  before 
July  1, 1976,  may  be  offered  for  transpor¬ 
tation,  or  transported,  between' July  1, 
1976,  and  July  1,  1977,  provided  that  it 
conforms  to  old  regulations  as  to  the 
package,  marking  and  labeling. 

The  provisions  of  the  amendment  that 
specify  either  the  content  or  format  of  a 
shipping  paper  are  not  mandatory  until 
July  1, 1977.  This  mandatory  date  applies 
to  everything  that  appears  on  a  shipping 
paper.  Including  format  (except  pre¬ 
printed  shipper’s  certifications) .  Prior  to 
the  mandatory  date,  format  and  content 
may  comply  with  either  the  old  regula¬ 
tions  or  the  amendment.  However,  entries 
must  be  internally  consistent  (i.e.  con¬ 
form  to  either  old  or  new  requirements) . 
In  addition,  for  any  package  the  hazard 
class  on  the  package  label  and  the  de¬ 
scription  marked  on  the  package  must 
be  the  same  as  that  shown  on  the  ship¬ 
ping  paper  entry.  So  long  as  that  con¬ 
dition  is  observed,  an  entry  conforming 
to  either  old  regulations  or  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  acceptable. 

For  example,  consider  a  packaging  not 
yet  filled  or  marked,  but  labeled  on  June 
1,  in  accordance  with  regulations  that 
continued  in  existence  through  June  30, 
1976.  That  packaging  could  be  filled, 
marked  and  relabeled  in  accordance  with 
the  amendment  and  shipped.  Alterna¬ 
tively,  the  packaging  could  be  filled  and 
marked  in  accordance  with  the  old  reg¬ 
ulations  and  shipped.  In  either  case,  ship¬ 


ping  paper  format  may  conform  to  old 
regulations  or  to  the  amendment,  as  may 
the  shipping  paper  entry  (so  long  as  the 
entry  shows  the  same  hazard  class  as  the 
package  label,  and  the  same  description 
as  the  package  marking).  Assuming  an 
old  or  a  new  shipping  paper  format  will 
accommodate  it,  an  entry  conforming  to' 
the  old  regulations,  and  an  entry  con¬ 
forming  to  the  amendment,  can  both  ap¬ 
pear  on  the  same  shipping  paper. 

(3)  Tariffs.  It  appears  that  changes  in 
the  effective  date  provision  made  effec¬ 
tive  herein  will  provide  sufficient  time  for 
republication  of  all  domestic  tariffs  per¬ 
taining  to  the  transportation  of  hazard¬ 
ous  materials.  The  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (I/LTA)  has  re¬ 
quested  that  the  HM-112  effective  date 
provision  be  changed  to  July  1,  1977,  to 
allow  time  for  the  amendment  to  be  in¬ 
corporated  in  the  IATA  Restricted  Arti¬ 
cles  Regulations.  In  the  interest  of  early 
implementation  of  the  amendment,  that 
request  is  denied.  The  IATA  may  wish  to 
consider  the  publication  of  a  supple¬ 
ment  containing  those  changes  it  deter¬ 
mines  appropriate  and  necessary  to  ob¬ 
tain  consistency  with  the  HM-112 
amendment. 

In  connection  with  this  modification  of 
the  effective  date  provision  and  the  over¬ 
all  implementation  of  the  amendment,  it 
is  obligatory  that  the  hazardous  ma¬ 
terials  tariffs,  which  are  required  to  con¬ 
form  to  the  hazardous  materials  regula¬ 
tions,  also  accurately  reflect  those  por¬ 
tions  of  the  new  effective  date  provision 
that  allow  voluntary  or  alternate 
methods  of  compliance.  This  is  essential 
so  that  the  advantages  of  voluntary 
phased  implementation  will  not  be  en¬ 
cumbered  or  confused  by  limiting  tariff 
provisions. 

(4)  Placarding.  Placarding  amend¬ 
ments  are  not  mandatory  until  July  1, 
1977,  except  for  tank  car  placarding  of 
combustible  liquids.  The  table  of  equiva¬ 
lent  old  and  new  placards  is  provided  to 
facilitate  rail  handling  requirements  for 
placarded  rail  cars  and  to  insure  appro¬ 
priate  rail  car  handling  from  July  1, 

1976,  to  July  1,  1977,  when  placarding 
may  occur  under  either  old  or  new  re¬ 
quirements  (especially  after  January'  1, 

1977,  when  the  new  requirements  for  the 
handling  of  placarded  cars  becomes  man¬ 
datory).  The  table  may  not  be  used  in 
connection  with  section  174.25  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  provisions  outside  of  Part 
174  (such  as  section  172.203(g) ),  as  con¬ 
sistency  between  placard  and  placard 
notation  information  should  be  main¬ 
tained  in  the  event  of  an  emergency  re¬ 
sponse  situation. 

(5)  Exemptions.  There  are  presently 
outstanding  certain  exemptions  from 
regulations  relocated,  renumbered  or  re¬ 
voked  as  part  of  the  Docket  HM-112  con¬ 
solidation.  To  avoid  any  possibility  that 
those  exemptions  may  be  construed  as 


having  been  terminated,  and  also  to 
facilitate  the  application  of  delayed  com¬ 
pliance  authority  contained  in  the  new 
effective  date  provision,  that  provision 
includes  a  statement  expressly  continu¬ 
ing  such  exemptions.  Exemption  appli¬ 
cations  filed  before  July  1,  1976,  and 
issued  or  denied  after  that  date  will  be 
evaluated  and  handled  as  filed. 

Accordingly,  in  FR  Doc.  76-9662.  ap¬ 
pearing  at  pages  15972-16131  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  April  15, 1976,  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  provision,  appearing  at  page 
16131,  is  changed  to-read  as  follows: 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  is 
effective  July  1,  1976.  However — 

(1)  Except  as  provided  in  parag.  phs 

(2)  through  (4),  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  amendment  is  not  man¬ 
datory  until  January  1,  1977. 

(2)  Compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  amendment  pertaining  to  the  infor¬ 
mation  required  to  appear  on  a  shipping 
paper  or  the  format  of  a  shipping  paper, 
is  not  mandatory  until  July  1,  1977.  (See 
note  to  49  CFR  172.204(a)  regarding  de¬ 
layed  compliance  with  that  section’s  re¬ 
quired  use  of  a  newly  worded  shipper's 
certification.) 

( 3 )  A  package  filled,  marked  or  labeled 
before  July  1,  1976,  in  accordance  with 
regulations  in  effect  on  June  30.  1976, 
may  be  offered  for  transportation  and 
transported,  even  though  it  does  not  com¬ 
ply  with  the  package,  marking  and 
labeling  provisions  of  this  amendment,  if 
it  (i)  is  offered  for  transportation  before 
July  1,  1977,  and  (ii)  complies  with  the 
package,  marking  and  labeling  regula¬ 
tions  in  effect  on  June  30,  1976. 

(4)  Compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  amendment  appearing  in  Subpart  F 
of  Part  172  (Placarding)  is  not  manda¬ 
tory  until  July,T,  1977,  except  that  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  placarding  requirements 
issued  under  Docket  HM-102  (39  FR 
1768,  January  24,  1974;  40  FR  57433,  De¬ 
cember  10,  1975),  pertaining  to  tank  cars 
coiitaining  combustible  liquids  is  required 
on  and  after  January  1, 1977. 

(5)  Under  the  authority  of  any  of  the 
preceding  four  numbered  paragraphs : 

(i)  When  a  provision  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  complied  with,  the  compara¬ 
ble  provision  (if  any)  of  the  regulations 
in  effect  on  June  30,  1976,  shall  be  com¬ 
plied  with;  however, 

(ii)  The  hazard  class  and  description 
of  a  material  Indicated  on  a  shipping 
paper  must  be  the  same  as  the  hazard 
class  indicated  on  the  label  (if  any) 
displayed,  and  the  description  marked, 
on  the  package  containing  that  material. 

(6)  For  purposes  of  the  application  of 
Part  174  (except  §  174.25)  to  rail  c&rs 
from  July  1, 1976,  to  July  1, 1977,  placards 
specified  in  this  amendment,  and  plac¬ 
ards  specified  under  regulations  in  effect 
on  June  30,  1976,  may  be  treated  as 
equivalent  according  to  the  following 
table: 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  123— THURSDAY,  JUNE  24,  1976 


26016 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


narard  das’*  (material) 


Tlacard  adopted  nnder  docket  No.  Equivalent  placard  required  by  pt. 
HM-KN/U2  174  cn  June  SO,  1S74 


F. i plosives  A . EXPLOSIVES  A„ . EXPLOSIVES. 

Explosives  B . EXPLOSIVES  B . DANGEROUS. 

Explosives  C . . . FLAMMABLE . . . None. 

Flammable  liquid . FLAMMABLE . DANOEROU8. 

Flammable  solid . FLAMMABLE  SOLID . DANGEROUS. 

Oxidizer . . . OXIDIZER . .» . DANGEROU8. 

Corrosive  liquid . CORROSIVE . DANGEROUS. 

Nonflammable  gas . NONFLAMMABLE  OAS . DANGEROU8. 

Flammable  gas .  FLAMMABLE  GAS . DANGEROUS. 

Poison  A . POISON  GAS . POISON  GAS. 

Poison  B_ . POISON . DANGEROU8. 

Radioactive  material .  RADIOACTIVE . DANGEROUS-RADIOACTIVE 

MATERIAL. 

Organic  peroxide . ORGANIC  PEROXIDE. . DANGEROUS. 

Combustible . . . -  COMBUSTIBLE . DANGEROUS. 

(Chlorine) . CHLORINE . DANGEROUS. 

(Oxygen,  pressurized  liquid) _ OXYGEN . . . .  DANGEROUS. 


(7)  This  amendment  does  not  termi¬ 
nate  any  outstanding  exemption  issued 
under  49  CFR,  Part  107  or  its  predeces¬ 
sor  authorities.  Any  exemption  from  a 
regulatory  requirement  in  effect  on  June 
30,  1976,  which  is  modified  or  replaced 
by  this  amendment,  continues  in  effect: 

(i)  By  its  own  terms,  to  the  extent 
that  continued  compliance  with  that  reg¬ 
ulatory  requirement  is  required  or  au¬ 
thorized  by  this  amendment;  and 

(ii)  For  any  provision  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  which  is  equivalent  to  that  regu¬ 
latory  requirement. 

(18  U.S.C.  834,  46  U.S.C.  170(7),  49  U.S.C. 
1472(h)  (1) ,  49  CFR  1.53(f) -(h) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 

, 1976. 

James  T.  Curtis,  Jr., 
Director,  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau. 

(FR  Doe. 76-- 18345  Filed  6-21-76;2:55  pm] 


(Docket  No.  OPS-23;  Arndts.  192-26,  195-10] 

PART  192— TRANSPORTATION  OF  NATU¬ 
RAL  AND  OTHER  GAS  BY  PIPELINE; 
MINIMUM  FEDERAL  SAFETY  STAND¬ 
ARDS 

PART  195— TRANSPORTATION  OF 
LIQUIDS  BY  PIPELINE 

Bending  Limitations 

This  amendment  modifies  §  192.313  of 
the  Federal  gas  pipeline  safety  standards 
and  S  195.212  of  the  Federal  liquid  pipe¬ 
line  safety  standards  to  provide  more  ap¬ 
propriate  safety  requirements  for  steel 
pipe  which  is  subjected  to  field  bending. 
This  amendment  also  makes  the  stand¬ 
ards  for  bending  pipe  in  gas  and  liquid 
service  consistent  insofar  as  practicable. 
In  addition,  the  existing  restrictions  on 
wrinkle  bends  and  mitered  bends  in 
§  195.212(e)  are  restated  in  a  new 
§  195.212(a)  and  S  195.216,  respectively. 
.  This  proceeding  was  begun  by  the 
Office  of  Pipeline  Safety  (OPS)  which 
issued  an  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking.  Notice  73-1  (38  FR  14969, 
June  7, 1973) ,  to  gain  additional  informa¬ 
tion  on  pipe  bending  before  formulating 
proposed  amendments  to  the  existing 
rules.  (However,  after  the  advance  notice 
was  issued,  OPS  was  abolished,  and  the 
authority  to  administer  pipeline  safety 
matters  was  delegated  to  the  Director, 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau  (MTB) 
(40  FR  30821,  July  23,  1975). 


After  reviewing  the  comments  to  No¬ 
tice  73-1,  MTB  issued  Notice  75-7  (40 
FR  60076,  December  31,  1975) ,  proposing 
various  amendments  to  the  pipe  bending 
standards  in  §§  192.313  and  195.212.  In¬ 
terested  persons  were  invited  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  by 
February  16,  1976. 

There  were  17  persons  who  submitted 
written  comments  to  Notice  75-7;  eight 
natural  gas  pipeline  companies,  three  gas 
and  petroleum  trade  associations,  two 
industry’  committees  on  safety  practices, 
two  pipeline  contractors,  one  state  regu¬ 
latory  commission,  and  one  equipment- 
manufacturer.  Nine  of  the  17  commenters 
favored  all  the  proposed  amendments.  A 
discussion  of  the  significant  comments 
which  suggests  that  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  be  changed  and  the  disposition 
of  those  comments  in  developing  the  final 
rules  is  discussed  hereinafter.  Comments 
which  suggested  rule  changes  outside  the 
scope  of  Notice  75-7  are  not  discussed 
but  may  be  considered  by  MTB  in  any 
future  rulemaking  proceeding  on  pipe 
bending. 

Maximum  Allowable  Deflection. — For 
steel  gas  pipe  12  inches  or  more  in  diam¬ 
eter  that  is  subjected  to  field  bending,  the 
existing  §  192.313(a)  (3)  prescribes  a 
maximum  deflection  limit  of  1 V2  degrees 
per  length  of  pipe  equal  to  the  diameter. 
Part  195  does  not  have  a  comparable  re¬ 
quirement.  In  recent  years,  however,  in¬ 
dustry  has  used  (1)  the  internal  bending 
mandrel  to  make  field  bends  and  (2)  for 
offshore  installations,  the  technique  of 
reeling  and  unreeling  pipe  on  a  lay  barge. 
In  both  cases  industry  has  achieved  with¬ 
out  adverse  safety  consequences,  larger 
field  bends  than  would  be  permitted  if 
5  192.313(a)  (3)  were  applicable.  In  view 
of  these  technological  advances  and  the 
performance  standards  which  §§  192.313 
and  195.212  prescribe  for  the  safety  of 
field  bends,  MTB  proposed  that  the  max¬ 
imum  deflection  limit  in  5  192.313(a)  (3) 
be  deleted. 

Most  of  the  comments  in  response  to 
this  proposal  state  that  the  numerical 
limit  on  the  degree  of  bend  should  be 
eliminated  because  the  development  of 
the  internal  bending  mandrel  makes  the 
limitation  unnecessary.  However,  one 
commenter  suggested  that  the  deflection 
limit  should  be  3  degrees  per  length  of 
pipe  equal  to  the  diameter,  and  an  in¬ 
ternal  mandrel  should  be  required  during 
the  bending  of  pipe  12  inches  in  diameter 


and  larger.  This  commenter  indicated 
that  caution  should  be  exercised  in  re¬ 
laxing  the  existing  limitation  because 
the  total  level  of  stresses  induced  by 
bending,  hydrostatic  testing,  and  pres¬ 
sure  reversals  during  normal  operation 
is  uncertain,  particularly  on  high 
strength  pipe.  The  commenter  futher 
argued  that  these  stresses  in  combination 
with  temperature  stresses  appear  to 
create  an  even  greater  failure  potential 
for  pipe  constructed  in  cold  climates. 

MTB  recognizes  that  pipe  in  a  bend 
section  is  subjected  to  a  number  of  dif¬ 
ferent  stresses.  However,  as  discussed  in 
Notice  75-7,  the  available  information  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  performance  standards 
existing  in  the  bending  regulations  and 
other  safety  requirements  concerning 
pipe  design  provide  ample  safeguards 
against  material  failure  due  to  those 
stresses.  Likewise,  MTB  believes  that 
with  adequate  performance  standards 
for  a  safe  bend,  it  is  not  necessary  for 
the  safety  standards  to  mandate  that  a 
bending  mandrel  be  used  during  bending. 
While  a  bending  mandrel  facilitates 
compliance  with  the  performance  stand¬ 
ards.  new  methods  may  be  developed 
which  also  enable  meeting  the  standards. 

Another  commenter  suggested  that 
MTB  adopt  the  bending  limitation  con¬ 
tained  in  §§  406.2.1(b)  and  406.2.1(c)  of 
the  1974  edition  of  the  American  Na¬ 
tional  Standards  Institute  (ANSI)  B31.4 
Code.  These  Sections  provide  that  de¬ 
flection  should  be  limited  to  a  certain 
radius  of  bend  depending  on  pipe  di¬ 
ameter  or  to  a  lesser  radius  if  qualifying 
tests  bends  are  performed.  This  com¬ 
menter  also  stated  that  test  bends  are 
desirable  to  determine  whether  perform¬ 
ance  standards  are  met  and  whether  the 
pipe  wall  thickness  after  bending  is  less 
than  the  minimum  thickness  permitted 
by  the  pipe  manufacturing  specification 
referenced  in  §  192.55.  Wall-thinning  and 
the  need  for  test  bends  were  discussed  in 
Notice  75-7.  MTB  concluded  in  that  No¬ 
tice  that  the  existing  performance 
standards  provide  for  safe  bends  even 
if  a  test  bend  is  not  made,  and  that 
wall -thinning  is  not  a  problem  in  bends 
which  conform  to  those  standards.  There 
was  no  new  information  submitted  as  a 
result  of  the  Notice  which  would  cause 
MTB  to  reach  a  different  conclusion. 

MTB  is  convinced,  based  on  the  com¬ 
ments,  and  all  available  information 
that  the  performance  requirements 
alone  are  sufficient  to  provide  for  the 
structural  integrity  of  pipe  that  is  field 
bent.  As  a  result,  the  numerical  limit  on 
bending  in  the  existing  5  192.313(a)(3) 
is  deleted.  , 

Nondestructive  Testing. — The  existing 
5  192.313(b)  requires  that  circumferen¬ 
tial  welds  in  bent  sections  subjected  to 
stress  during  bending  be  tested  nonde- 
structively.  Recognizing  that  all  welds 
in  bend  sections  are  subjected  to  some 
stress  during  bending,  MTB  proposed 
that  the  rule  be  clarified  to  apply  only  to 
welds  in  the  immediate  area  of  bending. 
A  majority  of  commenters  favored  this 
proposal.  Therefore,  5  192.313(b)  is 
amended  to  require  nondestructive  test¬ 
ing  of  circumferential  welds  located 
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where  the  stress  during  bending  causes  a 
permanent  deformation  in  the  pipe. 

MTB  further  proposed  that  $  192.313 
(b)  be  amended  to  clarify  that  the  re¬ 
quired  nondestructive  testing  may  be 
conducted  either  before  or  after  bending. 
The  majority  of  commenters  agreed  that 
the  purpose  of  nondestructively  testing 
welds  is  to  detect  flaws,  and  that  this 
purpose  could  be  accomplished  before  or 
after  bending.  Two  commenters  suggested, 
however,  that  nondestructive  testing 
should  be  performed  only  after  bending 
in  order  to  detect  a  flaw  which,  although 
acceptable  under  API  Standard  1104 
(§§  192.291  and  195.228),  might  grow 
during  bending  and  subsequently  cause 
a  pipeline  failure.  MTB  recognizes  that 
some  minute  flaws  in  acceptable  welds 
may  grow  during  the  bending  process, 
but  even  so,  the  record  does  not  contain 
evidence  that  this  flaw  growth  has  re¬ 
sulted  in  unacceptable  welds.  Rather, 
test  data  submitted  in  response  to  Notice 
75-1  shows  that  acceptable  welds  were 
not  made  unacceptable  by  bending.  In 
addition,  industry  experience  with  reel¬ 
ing  and  unreeling  pipe,  where  nonde¬ 
structive  testing  is  performed  before 
reeling,  indicates  that  prior  testing  is  a 
satisfactory  safety  practice  since  there 
have  not  been  any  reported  failures  due 
to  defective  welds.  Therefore,  MTB  has 
concluded  that  the  likelihood  that  mi¬ 
nute  flaws  in  acceptable  welds  will  grow 
during  bending  is  not  a  significant 
enough  safety  problem  to  require  that 
testing  be  performed  after  bending.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  §  192.313(b)  is  further 
amended  to  provide  operators  the  option 
of  nondestructively  testing  circumfer¬ 
ential  welds  in  bent  sections  either  be¬ 
fore  or  after  bending. 

In  light  of  the  safety  benefits  from 
nondestructively  testing  a  circumferen¬ 
tial  weld  subjected  to  bending  and  the 
current  industry  practice,  it  was  pro¬ 
posed  in  Notice  75-7  that  the  pipe  bend¬ 
ing  regulations  for  liquid  pipelines  be 
amended  to  contain  the  identical  testing 
requirement  as  §  192.313  imposes  on  gas 
pipelines.  There  were  no  adverse  com¬ 
ments  to  this  proposal.  Therefore  §  195.- 
212(c)  is  established  to  require  that  "each 
circumferential  weld  (in  field  bent  steel 
pipe)  which  is  located  where  the  stress 
dining  bending  causes  a  permanent  de¬ 
formation  in  the  pipe  must  be  non¬ 
destructively  tested  either  before  or  after 
the  bending  process." 

Mechanical  Damage. — In  Notice  75-7, 
MTB  proposed  that  the  existing  prohibi¬ 
tion  against  mechanical  damage  in 
§  192.313(d)  be  restated  using  the  terms 
of  §  195.212  to  specifically  prohibit  the 
types  of  mechanical  damage  known  as 
“buckling”  and  “cracks."  There  were  no 
adverse  comments  to  this  proposal. 
Therefore,  §  192.313(d)  is  restated  as 
proposed  and  redesignated  as  §  192.313 
(a) (3). 

Ovality. — For  pipe  more  than  4  inches 
in  nominal  diameter,  §  192.313(a)  (4) 
provides  a  numerical  restriction  on  oval¬ 
ity  due  to  bending.  The  liquid  pipeline 
bending  regulations  do  not  contain  a 
similar  requirement  Because  the  ovality 
restriction  limits  wall  thinning  and  ex¬ 


cessive  strain  due  to  bending,  MTB  pro¬ 
posed  that  §  195.212  be  amended  to  in¬ 
clude  the  ovality  limitation  now  existing 
in  §  192.313(a)  (4).  This  proposal  re¬ 
sulted  in  a  considerable  amount  of  nega¬ 
tive  comment.  Commenters  pointed  out 
that  the  proposed  ovality  requirement  is 
twice  as  restrictive  as  the  current  indus¬ 
try  practice  and  more  stringent  than  the 
ovality  limitation  in  pipe  manufacturing 
specifications.  In  the  latter  case,  if  the 
proposal  were  adopted,  pipe  from  a  man¬ 
ufacturer  could  exceed  the  ovality  re¬ 
striction  before  being  bent.  Another 
commenter  pointed  out  that  liquid  pipe¬ 
line  carriers  have  not  filed  with  the  De¬ 
partment  any  reports  of  failures  caused 
by  bends  with  excessive  ovality. 

Based  on  all  the  comments  to  Notice 
75-7,  MTB  now  believes  that  a  numerical 
restriction  on  ovality  is  not  necessary  to 
provide  for  the  safety  of  a  steel  pipeline 
subjected  to  field  bending.  Rather,  MTB 
believes  that  the  performance  standards 
involving  smoothness,  mechanical  dam¬ 
age,  and  serviceability  are  sufficient  to 
protect  against  material  damage  due  to 
bending.  In  effect,  these  standards  also 
limit  ovality  because  excessive  ovality 
would  impair  the  serviceability  of  a  pipe¬ 
line  or  cause  mechanical  damage.  It 
further  appears  that  the  ovality  restric¬ 
tion  now  existing  in  §  192.313(a)  (4)  is  de¬ 
rived  from  a  provision  of  the  1968  addi¬ 
tion  of  the  ANSI  B31.8  Code  which  was 
based  on  an  operating  consideration,  e.g., 
passage  of  internal  cleaning  and  inspec¬ 
tion  equipment,  rather  than  a  strength  of 
materials  consideration.  Consequently, 
the  proposed  ovality  amendment  to 
§  195.212  is  not  adopted. 

In  addition,  MTB  intends  to  propose  in 
a  future  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
that  the  ovality  restriction  in  §  192.313 
be  deleted.  The  existing  rule  cannot  be 
changed  in  this  proceeding  because  de¬ 
letion  was  not  proposed  in  Notice  75-7. 
Meanwhile,  the  ovality  restriction  of  the 
existing  §  192.313(a)  (4)  remains  in 
effect  and  is  redesignated  as  §  192.313(a) 

(2).  Serviceability. — The  requirement 
of  the  existing  §  192.313(a)  (1)  that  a 
bend  may  not  impair  the  serviceability  of 
the  pipe  was  proposed  to  be  added  to 
§  195.212  as  necessary  to  provide  for  con¬ 
tinued  safe  bends.  There  were  no  adverse 
comments  to  this  proposal.  The  require¬ 
ment  is  particularly  meaningful  in  the 
absence  of  an  ovality  restriction.  If,  for 
instance,  a  pipeline  is  so  out-of -round 
that  it  prevents  the  passage  of  cleaning 
scrapers  and  other  equipment  necessary 
for  safe  operation  of  the  pipeline,  the 
pipeline’s  serviceability  would  be  im¬ 
paired.  For  these  reasons,  the  proposed 
serviceability  requirement  is  adopted 
without  change  as  §  195.212(b)  (1). 

Effect  of  bending  shoe  on  girth  weld. — 
MTB  proposed  to  revoke  the  existing  re¬ 
quirement  in  §  195.212(d)  which  pro¬ 
hibits  the  placement  of  a  girth  weld  in¬ 
side  a  shoe  of  a  bending  machine  when 
the  weld  protrudes  above  the  outer  wall 
of  the  pipe.  This  requirement  is  intended 
to  reduce  the  strain  in  girth  welds  dur¬ 
ing  balding,  but  creates  problems  in 
bending  80-foot  lengths  of  pipe  when  the 
girth  weld  in  the  pipe  is  to  pass  through 


a  bending  shoe.  The  single  comment  re¬ 
ceived  on  this  proposal  suggests  that 
rather  than  revoking  the  requirement,  an 
exception  be  provided  for  bending  shoes 
fined  with  a  material  which  minimizes 
stress  concentration  at  the  weld.  While 
this  comment  has  merit,  MTB  believes 
that  a  requirement  for  a  proper  liner  is 
unnecessary  in  light  of  the  existing  in¬ 
dustry  practice  of  using  a  liner  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  weld.  Also,  if  a  finer  were  not 
used,  mechanical  damage  would  be  likely 
to  result,  and  §  195.212  now  prohibits 
mechanical  damage  in  bend  sections.  Be¬ 
cause  available  information  indicates 
there  have  been  no  adverse  consequences 
from  placing  welds  inside  a  bending  shoe, 
MTB  has  decided  that  the  requirement 
should  be  revoked  as  proposed. 

Conformity  of  bend  to  ditch. — The 
existing  requirement  of  §  195.212(b)  that 
bent  pipe  conform  to  the  profile  of  the 
completed  ditch  is  revoked  as  proposed  in 
Notice  75-7.  No  adverse  comments  were 
received  in  response  to  the  proposal. 

Miter  joints. — MTB  proposed  in 
Notice  75-7  that  the  existing  prohibition 
in  §  195.212(c)  against  mitered  bends 
(not  including  deflections  up  to  3  degrees 
that  are  caused  by  misalignment)  be  re¬ 
stated  in  a  new  §  195.216.  This  proposal 
was  made  because  mitered  bends  are 
made  by  welding,  not  by  a  bending  proc¬ 
ess.  Commenters  pointed  out,  however, 
that  if  adopted  as  restated  in  the  Notice, 
the  rule  would  not  distinguish  between  a 
tre  miter  joint  and  the  deflection  at  a 
welded  join  due  to  misalignment,  thus 
permitting  a  miter  join  of  up  to  3 
degrees.  MTB  concurs  with  this  com¬ 
ment,  and  the  final  rule  continues  the 
distinction  in  the  existing  rule  between 
a  mitered  bend  and  a  deflection  due  to 
misalignment. 

Offshore  pipelines. — MTB  proposed  in 
Notice  75-7  that  if  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  §§  192.313  and  195.212  are 
adopted,  they  are  to  apply  to  any  off¬ 
shore  gathering  lines  which  may  become 
subject  to  regulation  as  a  result  of  pro¬ 
ceedings  comenced  by  Notice  75-4  (40 
FR  43740,  September  23,  1975)  for  liquid 
pipelines  and  Notice  75-5  (40  FR  45192, 
October  1,  1975)  for  gas  pipelines.  One 
commenter  favored  the  proposal.  Another 
objected,  declaring  that  the  impact  of 
bending  rules  on  offshore  gathering  lines 
could  not  be  evaluated  because  the  limits 
of  MTB’s  proposed  exercise  of  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  those  lines  is  unclear.  MTB 
does  not  agree  with  this  comment  be¬ 
cause  of  the  nature  of  the  proposed 
amendments.  Except  for  the  proposed 
ovality  restriction  on  liquid  pipelines, 
which  has  not  been  adopted,  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  and  rules  to  which 
they  relate  are  substantially  the  same  as 
the  current  ordinary  and  prudent  indus¬ 
try  safety  practices  used  in  pipe  bending 
offshore.  The  amendments  adopted 
herein  will,  therefore,  apply  to  all  off¬ 
shore  pipelines  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
Parts  192  and  195,  Including  any  gather¬ 
ing  fines  regulated  as  a  result  of  rule- 
making  actions  commenced  by  Notice 
75-4  and  Notice  75-5. 

Report  of  the  Technical  Pipeline 
Safety  Standards  Committee. — Section 
4(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Safety 
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Act  of  1968  requires  that  all  proposed 
standards  and  amendments  to  such 
standards  pertaining  to  gas  pipelines  be 
submitted  to  the  Committee  and  that  the 
Committee  be  afforded  a  reasonable  op¬ 
portunity  to  prepare  a  report  on  the 
“technical  feasibility,  reasonableness,  and 
practicability  of  each  proposal.”  The 
proposed  amendment  to  Part  192  was 
submitted  to  the  Committee  as  Item  A-3 
in  a  list  of  three  proposed  amendments. 

On  April  16.  1976,  the  Committee  filed 
the  following  favorable  report: 

This  communication  Is  the  official  report 
of  the  Technical  Pipeline  Safety  Standards 
Committee  concerning  the  Committee’s,  ac¬ 
tion  on  three  amendments  to  49  CFR  Part 
192  proposed  by  the  Office  of  Pipeline  Safety 
Operations  and  other  matters  which  the  Com¬ 
mittee  decided  should  be  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion. 

The  following  described  actions  were  taken 
by  the  Committee  at  a  meeting  held  in  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana  on  March  30,  31,  1976. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Item  A-3  of  the  agenda  was  a  proposal  by 
OPSO  to  revise  Section  192.313,  Bends  and 
elbows,  to  permit  the  use  of  pipe  which  has 
been  field  bent  to  a  greater  degree  than 
presently  permitted  by  the  regulations. 

By  a  vote  (12  affirmative — 1  negative)  the 
Committee  found  that  the  change  to  Section 
192.313  Bends  and  elbows,  proposed  by  OPSO 
is  technically  feasible,  reasonable  and  prac¬ 
ticable  and  should  be  Implemented.  The 
Committee  also  voted  (12  affirmative — 1 
negative)  to  recommend  to  OPSO  that  a  pro- 
posed  rulemaking  be  instituted  to  provide  for 
a  revision  of  the  ovality  restrictions  in  Sec¬ 
tion  192.313. 

Attached  is  (sic)  the  minority  views  of  Mr. 
Charles  Maxwell  who  opposed  approval  of 
the  proposed  change  to  Section  192.313. 

•  •  •  •  • 
Throughout  the  body  of  this  report  the 
OPSO  proposals  which  were  accepted  by  the 
Committee  as  technically  feasible,  reasonable 
and  practicable  were  those  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  the  agenda  submitted  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  and  do  not  necessarily  conform  to 
the  proposals  contained  in  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  which  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Mr.  Maxwell's  minority  views  are  as 
follows: 

On  March  30,  1976  I  voted  negatively  on 
the  Committee's  recommendation  that  cer¬ 
tain  revisions  proposed  by  the  Office  of  Pipe¬ 
line  Safety  Operations  staff  be  made  to  Sec¬ 
tion  192.313 — Bends  and  Elbows — regulations 
for  the  Transportation  of  Gas  by  Pipeline; 
using  performance  type  language. 

I  agree  that  the  current  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  192.313  are  too  restrictive  and  do  not  re¬ 
flect  the  modern  ability  to  make  satisfactory 
bends  with  more  than  one  and  one-half  de¬ 
grees  deflection,  utilizing  modern  bending 
machinery  and  techniques,  including  the  use 
of  internal  mandrels.  I  also  agree  the  bending 
regulations  in  Part  192 — Gas  Pipelines  and 
Part  195 — Oil  PipeUne6,  should  be  the  same. 

It  is  my  position  that  because  the  regula¬ 
tions  apply  to  both  large  and  small  operators, 
and  because  smaller  operators  may  not  have 
the  operational  skills  and  experience  of  the 
larger  operators,  there  should  be  some  fur¬ 
ther  more  explicit  regulatory  requirements. 

The  Michigan  Public  Service  Commission 
in  its  comments  on  Notice  75-7,  Docket  No. 
OPSO-B3,  Bending  Limitations,  pointed  out 
that  the  present  language  in  the  ANSI  B31.4 
Code,  1974  Edition,  Section  406.2.1,  requires  a 
test  be  made  to  determine  If  the  field  bend¬ 


ing  procedures  meet  the  bend  quality  re¬ 
quirements  of  434.7.1  of  such  Code  and  that 
the  wall  thickness  of  the  pipe  after  bending 
is  not  less  than  the  permitted  minimum  pipe 
specifications. 

The  Michigan  Commission  submitted  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  to  reflect  the  above  men¬ 
tioned  provisions  of  B31.4,  and  also  sub¬ 
mitted  proposed  regulations  to  require  a 
Sonogage  check  be  made  in  the  bend  area 
to  Insure  that  the  pipe  wall  thickness  has 
not  been  reduced  to  less  than  the  minimum 
specified  thickness. 

The  Michigan  Commission  submitted  a 
proposed  regulation  requiring  bending  shoes 
to  be  lined  with  a  suitable  material  to  mini¬ 
mize  stress  concentration  due  to  protruding 
welds,  and  submitted  a  proposed  regulation 
to  require  non-destructive  testing  of  a  weld 
after  bending,  to  detect  marginal  weld  de¬ 
fects  which  might  enlarge  during  the  bend¬ 
ing  process. 

I  feel  that  such  proposed  additional  regu¬ 
lations  are  necessary  to  properly  implement 
the  intentions  of  the  performance  language 
as  proposed  by  the  OPSO  staff  and  recom¬ 
mended  by  a  majority  of  the  Committee. 

Effective  Date 

Because  the  amendments  to  Part  192 
do  not  impose  an  additional  burden  on 
anyone  and  are  intended  to  improve 
existing  safety  criteria,  good  cause  exists 
for  making  the  amendments  effective  in 
less  than  30  days  after  issuance  on  July 
1,  1976.  Liquid  carriers,  however,  may 
need  additional  time  to  prepare  for  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  new  nondestructive 
testing  requirement  adopted  as  §  195.- 
212(c) .  In  view  of  existing  industry  prac¬ 
tices,  MTB  believes  that  an  additional 
30  days  would  be  reasonably  needed:  and 
thus,  the  amendments  to  Part  195  be¬ 
come  effective  July  31,  1976. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
Parts  192  and  195  of  Title  49  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  are  amended  as 
follows : 

1.  Section  192.313  is  revised  to  read  as 

follows : 

§  192.313  Bends  and  elbows. 

(a)  Each  field  bend  in  steel  pipe,  other 
than  a  wrinkle  bend  made  in  accordance 
with  §  192.315,  must  comply  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing; 

(1)  A  bend  must  not  impair  the  serv¬ 
iceability  of  the  pipe. 

(2)  For  pipe  more  than  4  inches  in 
nominal  diameter,  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  maximum  and  minimum  di¬ 
ameter  at  a  bend  must  not  be  more  than 
2Va  percent  of  the  nominal  diameter. 

(3)  Each  bend  must  have  a  smooth 
contour  and  be  free  from  buckling, 
cracks,  or  any  other  mechanical  damage. 

(4)  On  pipe  containing  a  longitudinal 
weld,  the  longitudinal  weld  must  be  as 
near  as  practicable  to  the  neutral  axis 
of  the  bend. 

(b)  Each  circumferential  weld  of  steel 
pipe  which  is  located  where  the  stress 
during  bending  causes  a  permanent  de¬ 
formation  in  the  pipe  must  be  non- 
destructively  tested  either  before  or 
after  the  bending  process. 

(c)  Wrought-steel  welding  elbows  and 
transverse  segments  of  these  elbows  may 
not  be  used  for  changes  in  direction  on 
steel  pipe  that  is  2  inches  or  more  in 


diameter  unless  the  arc  length,  as  meas¬ 
ured  along  the  crotch,  is  at  least  1  inch. 

(Sec.  3,  Pub.  L.  90-481,  82  Stat.  721,  49  USC 
1672;  40  FR  43901,  49  CFR  1.53). 

2.  Section  195.212  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§195.212  Bending  of  pipe. 

(a)  Pipe  must  not  have  a  wrinkle  bend. 

(b)  Each  field  bend  must  comply  with 
the  following: 

(1)  A  bend  must  not  impair  the  serv¬ 
iceability  of  the  pipe. 

(2)  Each  bend  must  have  a  smooth 
contour  and  be  free  from  buckling, 
cracks,  or  any  other  mechanical  damage. 

(3)  On  pipe  containing  a  longitudinal 
weld,  the  longitudinal  weld  must  be  as 
near  as  practicable  to  the  neutral  axis  of 
the  bend. 

(c)  Each  circumferential  weld  which 
is  located  where  the  stress  during  bend¬ 
ing  causes  a  permanent  deformation  in 
the  pipe  must  be  nondestructively  tested 
either  before  or  after  the  bending 
process. 

3.  A  new  section,  §  195.216  is  estab¬ 
lished  to  read  as  follows: 

§  195.216  Welding:  miter  joints. 

A  miter  joint  is  not  permitted  (not  in¬ 
cluding  deflections  up  to  3  degrees  that 
are  caused  by  misalignment) . 

4.  The  following  new  section  heading 
is  added  to  the  table  of  sections  in  Part 
195: 

Sec. 

195.216  Welding,  miter  Joints. 

(Sec.  6,  Pub.  L.  89-670,  80  Stat.  937  (49  USC 
1655);  (18  USC  831-835);  40  FR  43901,  49 
CFR  1.53). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  17, 
1976. 

James  T.  Curtis,  Jr., 

Director, 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.76-18292  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  ami 


CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

PART  1000— THE  COMMISSION 
Canons  of  Conduct 

1.  Appendix  I  to  Subpart  B  of  Part 
1000  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  49  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
to  add  the  following  positions: 

Appendix  I — List  of  Employees  Required  To 
Submit  ICC  Form  No.  1164 
•  •  •  •  • 

Bureau  of  Accounts 
•  •  •  •  • 

20.  Assistant  Chief,  Section  of  Cost  and 
Valuation. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Bureau  of  Operations 

•  •  •  •  • 

20.  Chief,  Operational  Branch,  Section  of 
Railroads. 

This  amendment  approved  by  the  U.S. 
Civil  Service  Commission  mi  June  17, 
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1976.  This  amendment  becomes  effec¬ 
tive  June  24, 1976. 

(E.O. 11222  of  May  9, 1966,  30  FR  6469,  3  CPU, 
1965  Supp.;  6  CFR  735.104.) 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary . 

[FR  Doc.76-18406  Filed  6-23-76; 8: 46  am] 


Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  FISH  AND 

WILDLIFE  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

THE  INTERIOR 

PART  17— ENDANGERED  AND 
THREATENED  WILDLIFE  AND  PLANTS 

Endangered  Status  for  159  Taxa  of 
Animals;  Correction 

/  In  Federal  Register  Document  76- 
17040,  appearing  at  page  24061  of  the 
Issue  for  June  14,  1976,  the  following 
changes  should  be  made : 

1.  In  the  table  on  pages  24064-24067, 
the  entries  under  the  “When  listed” 
column  should  read  “15”  rather  than 
“14.” 

2.  On  page  24067,  amendment  2  should 
read: 

“2.  Add  the  following  footnote  to  the 
end  of  the  table  in  §  17.11 : 

“  41  FR  24061;  July  14, 1976“ 

3.  On  page  24065,  under  the  “Scien¬ 
tific  name”  column,  the  entry  for  African 
dwarf  crocodile  is  corrected  to  read 
“Osteolaemus  tetraspis  tetraspis.” 

4.  On  page  24066,  the  Lemur  is  added 
to  the  list  of  mammals  reading  as 
follows: 

a.  Under  the  “Common  name”  column, 
“Lemur” 

b.  Under  the  “Scientific  name”  col¬ 
umn,  “  Alloc  ebus  spp.” 

<c)  Under  the  “Population”  column, 
“do” 

(d)  Under  the  “Known  distribution” 
column,  “Madagascar” 

(e)  Under  the  “Portion  of  range  where 
threatened  or  endangered”  column,  “do” 

(f)  Under  the  “Status”  column,  “E” 

(g)  Under  the  “When  listed”  column, 
“15” 

(h)  Under  the  “Special  rules”  column, 
“Do.” 

5.  On  page  24066,  entries  for  the  brown 
bear  ( Ursus  arctos)  are  corrected  to  read 
as  follows: 

(a)  Under  the  “Population”  column, 
“Italy” 

(b)  Under  the  “Known  distribution” 
column,  “Holarctic” 

Dated:  June  21,  1976. 

Lynn  A.  Greenwalt, 

Director, 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-18405  Filed  6-23-76; 8:45  am] 


PART  17— ENDANGERED  AND 
THREATENED  WILDLIFE  AND  PLANTS 

Endangered  Status  for  159  Taxa  of  Animals 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-17040,  appearing  at  41 
FR  24062,  in  the  issue  of  Monday,  June 
14,  1976,  make  the  following  changes: 


(1)  On  page  24062,  In  the  middle 
column,  in  the  paragraph  designated 
“(2)”,  in  the  fifth  line,  the  scientific 
name  now  reading  " imepejanus ”  should 
read  "impejanvs”. 

(2)  In  §  17.11,  in  the  table  under  the 
heading  “Reptiles”,  for  the  entry  “Congo 
dwarf  crocodile”,  the  scientific  name  now 
reading  "osteolacmu”  should  read 
“ osteolaemus ”. 

(3)  In  S  17.11,  in  the  table  under  the 
heading  “Reptiles”,  for  the  entry  “pea¬ 
cock  soft-shell  turtle”,  the  entry  for 
known  distribution  now  reading  “Ban- 
glzdesh”  should  read  “Bangladesh”. 

(4)  In  §  17.11,  in  the  table  under  the 
heading  “Mammals”,  for  the  entry  “giant 
armadillo”,  the  scientific  name  now  read¬ 
ing  “priodoutes”  should  read  “prio- 
dontes”. 

(5)  In  §  17.11,  in  the  table  under  the 
heading  “Mammals”,  for  the  entry 
“Philippine  deer”,  the  scientific  name 
now  reading  " calaminensis ”  should  read 
"calamianensis”. 

(6)  In  §  17.11,  in  the  table  under  the 
heading  “Mammals”,  for  the  entry 
“North  Andean  huemal”,  the  scientific 
name  now  reading  “hippocalamelus” 
should  read  " hippocamelus ”, 


CHAPTER  II— NATIONAL  MARINE  FISH¬ 
ERIES  SERVICE,  NATIONAL  OCEANIC 
AND  ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRATION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  295— CONTINENTAL  SHELF 
FISHERIES  RESOURCES 

Final  Standards  for  Compliance 

On  May  10,  1976,  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  (NMFS)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  19125)  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  setting  forth  Proposed 
Standards  for  Compliance  with  the  Con¬ 
tinental  Shelf  Fisheries  Resources  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Bartlett  Act,  78  Stat.  194  (16 
U.S.C.  1081-1086).  The  purpose  of  the 
Proposed  Standards  was  to  amend  the 
current  regulations  concerning  Conti¬ 
nental  Shelf  Fisheries  Resources  so  as  to 
Include  not  only  a  list  of  Continental 
Shelf  Fisheries  Resources  of  the  United 
States,  but  also  set  forth  prohibited  acts 
and  a  procedure  for  enforcing  those  por¬ 
tions  of  the  Bartlett  Act,  78  Stat.  194  (16 
U.S.C.  1081-1086),  which  make  it  un¬ 
lawful  for  any  vessel  except  a  vessel  of 
the  United  States,  or  any  person  in  charge 
of  such  vessel,  to  engage  in  the  taking  of 
any  Continental  Shelf  Fishery  Resource 
except  as  provided  by  the  Act  or  inter¬ 
national  agreement  to  which  the  United 
States  is  a  party.  The  enforcement  pro¬ 
cedures  subject  any  vessel  engaging  in 
fishing  to  boarding  by  an  enforcement 
officer  when  that  officer  has  reason  to 
believe  such  vessel  is  engaged  in  the 
taking  of  any  Continental  Shelf  Fishery 
Resource  appertaining  to  the  United 
States. 

The  public  was  given  the  opportunity 
to  comment  on  the  Proposed  Standards  in 
writing  by  June  9,  1976.  Only  one  com¬ 
ment  was  received  suggesting  three  addi¬ 
tions  to  the  list  of  species  which  consti¬ 
tute  Continental  Shelf  Fisheries  Re¬ 
sources.  The  issue  of  additions  to  the  list 
of  species  which  constitute  Continental 
Shelf  Fisheries  Resources  will  be  dealt 


with  at  a  later  time,  and  the  suggested 
additions  were  not  added  to  the  current 
list. 

However,  in  reviewing  the  list  of  Con¬ 
tinental  Shelf  Fisheries  Resources  as  it 
was  published  in  the  May  10, 1976  edition 
of  the  Federal  Register,  (41  FR  19126) , 
an  error  was  discovered.  The  first  entry 
on  the  list  was  “Bamboo  Coral — Keratoi - 
sis  spp.”  It  should  have  been  “Bamboo 
Coral — Acanella  spp.” 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  only  one  writ¬ 
ten  comment  was  received  concerning 
the  proposed  regulations,  no  public  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  held.  The  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  are  hereby  adopted  with  the  above 
change  as  Final  Standards  for  Compli¬ 
ance. 

These  Standards  will  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  July  24, 1976. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  dated 
June  21, 1976. 

^  Robert  W.  Schontng, 
Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Department  of 
Commerce. 

Part  295  of  CFR  title  50  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

Sec. 

295.1  Purpose. 

295.2  Scope. 

295.3  Definitions. 

295.4  List  of  Species. 

295.6  Prohibitions. 

295.6  Enforcement  Procedures. 

295.7  Areas  of  Concentrations  [Reserved]. 

Authority:  78  Stat.  196  (16  U.S.C.  1084, 
1085),  as  modified  by  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  4  of  1970,  and  as  amended  by  87  Stat. 
1061,  January  2,  1974. 

§  295.1  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  the  regulations  in  this 
part  is  to  list  those  species  found  to  con¬ 
stitute  a  Continental  Shelf  fishery  re¬ 
source  by  either  ( 1 )  the  Offshore  Shrimp 
Fisheries  Act  of  1973  (87  Stat.  1061),  or 
(2)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce,  in  con¬ 
sultation  with  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
to  set  forth  procedures  for  enforcing 
those  portions  of  the  Barltett  Act,  78 
Stat.  194  (16  U.S.C.  1081-1086),  as 
amended,  which  make  it  unlawful, 
among  other  things,  for  any  vessel,  ex¬ 
cept  a  vessel  of  the  United  States,  or 
for  any  master  or  other  person  in  charge 
of  such  a  vessel,  to  engage  in  the  taking 
of  any  Continental  Shelf  fishery  resource 
which  appertains  to  the  United  States, 
except  as  provided  by  the  Act  or  as  ex¬ 
pressly  provided  by  an  international 
agreement  to  which  the  United  States  is 
a  party.  A  vessel  found  in  violation  is 
subject  to  seizure  and  forfeiture,  its 
catch  to  seizure  and  forfeiture,  and  the 
master  or  other  person  in  charge  to  fine 
and/or  imprisonment. 

§  295.2  Scope. 

The  regulations  In  this  part  list  those 
species  which  have  been  designated  Crea¬ 
tures  of  the  Continental  Shelf,  and  set 
forth  standards  for  compliance  with  the 
Act  only  insofar  as  the  Act  prohibits  for¬ 
eign  vessels  from  engaging  in  the  taking 
of  Continental  Shelf  fishery  resources 
and  do  not  pertain  to  any  other  activities 
prohibited  by  this  Act. 
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§  295.3  Definitions. 

<a>  Act.  The  Bartlett  Act,  as  amended, 
78  Stat.  194,  Pub.  L.  88-308,  16  U.S.C. 
1081-1086. 

<b>  Continental  Shelf.  The  seabed  and 
subsoil  of  the  submarine  areas  adjacent 
to  the  coast  of  the  United  States,  but  out¬ 
side  the  area  of  the  territorial  sea,  to  a 
depth  of  200  meters  or,  beyond  that  limit, 
to  where  the  depth  of  the  superjacent 
waters  admits  of  the  exploitation  of  the 
natural  resources  of  the  said  areas,  and 
the  seabed  and  subsoil  of  similar  subma¬ 
rine  areas  adjacent  to  the  coasts  of  is¬ 
lands  of  the  United  States,  over  which 
the  United  States  exercises  sovereign 
rights  for  the  purpose  of  exploring  it  and 
exploiting  its  natural  resources  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  Convention  on  the  Con¬ 
tinental  Shelf,  15  U.S.T.  471,  TIAS  5578. 

(c)  Enforcement  Officer.  Any  commis¬ 
sioned.  warrant  or  petty  officer  of  the 
Coast  Guard,  any  enforcement  agent  of 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries.  Service, 
any  officer  of  the  Customs  Service,  or  any 
other  duly  authorized  Federal  enforce¬ 
ment  officer. 

(d)  Vessel.  Any  foreign  flag  vessel. 

§  295.4  List  of  species. 

The  following  are  Continental  Shelf 
fisheries  resources: 

Coelenterata 

Bamboo  Coral — Acanella  spp. 

Black  Coral — Antipathes  spp. 

Gold  Coral — Callogorgia  spp. 

Precious  Red  Coral — Corallium  spp. 

Bamboo  Coral — Keratoisis  spp. 

Gold  Coral — Parazoanthus  spp. 
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Crustacea 

Dungeness  Crab— Cancer  M agister 
Tanner  Crab — Chionoecetes  angulatus 
Tanner  Crab — Chionoecetes  bairdi 
Tanner  Crab — Chionoecetes  opilio 
Tanner  Crab — Chionoecetes  tanneri 
Deep-sea  Red  Crab — Geryon  quinquedens 
American  Lobster — Homarus  americanus 
Golden  King  Crab— Lithodes  aequispinus 
Stone  Crab — Lithodes  maia 
Stone  Crab — Menippe  mercenaria 
King  Crab — Paralithodes  brevipes 
California  King  Crab — Paralithodes  califor- 
niensis 

King  Crab — Paralithodes  camtschatica 
King  Crab — Paralithodes  platypus 
California  Ktng  Crab — Paralithodes  rathbuni 

Molluska 

Ocean  Quahog — Arctica  islandica 
Pink  Abalone — Haliotis  corrugata 
Japanese  Abalone — Haliotis  kamtschatkana 
Red  Abalone — Haliotis  refescens 
Surf  Clam — Spisula  solidissima 
Queen  Conch — Strombus  gigas 

Sponges 

Glove  Sponge — Hippiospongia  canaliculata 
Sheepswool  Sponge — Hippiospongic  lachne 
Yellow  Sponge — Spongia  barbera 
Grass  Sponge — Spongia  graminea 

§  295.5  Prohibitions. 

Except  as  expressly  provided  by  an  in¬ 
ternational  agreement  to  which  the 
United  States  is  a  party,  it  is  unlawful 
for  any  vessel,  master,  or  other  person  in 
charge  of  any  such  vessel  to:  (1)  con¬ 
duct  a  directed  fishery  for  any  Con¬ 
tinental  Shelf  fishery  resource  appertain¬ 
ing  to  the  United  States;  (2)  retain  any 
r 


Continental  Shelf  fishery  resource  ap¬ 
pertaining  to  the  United  States  taken 
incidentally  from  the  Continental  Shelf ; 
(3)  fail  to  return  promptly  to  the  sea 
with  a  minimum  of  injury  any  such  Con¬ 
tinental  Shelf  fishery  resource  apper¬ 
taining  to  the  United  States  or  (4)  en¬ 
gage  in  taking  any  Shelf  fishery  resource 
appertaining  to  the  United  States  from 
an  area  of  concentration  designated  in 
§  295.7  of  this  Part. 

§  295.6  Enforcement  procedures. 

(a)  Any  vessel  engaged  in  fishing  is 
subject  to  boarding  and  inspection  by 
any  enforcement  officer  when  such  en¬ 
forcement  officer  has  reason  to  believe 
such  vessel  is  engaged  in  the  taking  of 
any  Continental  Shelf  fishery  resource 
appertaining  to  the  United  States  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  applicable  law. 

(b>  When  signalled  to  stop  or  heave  to 
for  boarding,  a  vessel  shall  stop  immedi¬ 
ately  and  lay  to,  or  shall  maneuver  in 
such  a  way  as  to  permit  enforcement 
officers  and  their  party  to  come  aboard. 

(c>  A  ladder  shall  be  provided  for  the 
use  of  enforcement  officers  and  their 
party.  A  man  rope  and  a  safety  line 
shall  be  kept  readily  available  for  use  in 
conjunction  with  the  ladder  whenever 
circumstances  may  so  require.  At  night, 
illumination  for  the  ladder  shall  be 
readily  available. 

§  295.7  Areas  of  concentration.  [Re¬ 
served] 

|FR  Doc.76-18340  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
[25  CFR  Part  41] 

PREPARATION  OF  ROLLS  OF  INDIANS 

Qualifications  for  Enrollment  and  Deadline 
for  Filing  Applications;  Apache  Tribe  of 
Oklahoma 

This  notice  is  published  in  the  exercise 
of  authority  delegated  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs  by  230  DM  2. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  §  41.3,  Part  41,  Sub¬ 
chapter  F,  Chapter  I  of  Title  25  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  paragraph  designated  (aa). 
The  new  paragraph  establishes  require¬ 
ments  for  enrollment  and  a  deadline  for 
filing  applications  for  enrollment  with 
the  Apache  Tiibe  of  Oklahoma. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Indian 
Judgment  Fund  Act  of  October  19,  1973 
(87  Stat.  466) ,  which  requires  that  plans 
for  the  use  and  distribution  of  judgment 
funds  awarded  Indian  Tribes  by  the 
Court  of  Claims  or  the  Indian  Claims 
Commission  be  submitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress.  A  plan  for  the  use  and  distribution 
of  a  judgment  awarded  the  Kiowa,  Com¬ 
anche  and  Apache  Tribes  of  Oklahoma 
in  Indian  Claims  Commission  Dockets 
257  and  259-A  became  effective  on 
June  8, 1976. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  plan,  the  judg¬ 
ment  funds  are  to  be  divided  among  the 
three  tribes  on  the  basis  of  the  number 
of  members  in  each  tribe.  The  plan  also 
provides  that  in  the  event  the  Apache 
Tribe  fails  to  complete  its  membership 
roll  within  a  reasonable  time,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Indian  Affairs  is  authorized 
to  complete  the  roll  following  the  enroll¬ 
ment  criteria  contained  in  the  tribal  con¬ 
stitution  and  bylaws.  Since  the  date  the 
plan  was  submitted  to  the  Congress  for 
consideration  the  Apache  Tribe  held  an 
election  for  new  committee  members. 
Due  to  irregularities  in  the  election  pro¬ 
cedures  the  results  of  the  election  were 
held  to  be  invalid  and  the  tribe  now  has 
no  recognized  tribal  business  committee 
which  could  complete  the  roll.  Further¬ 
more,  it  is  unlikely  that  there  will  be  a 
recognized  business  committee  to  take 
such  action  in  the  near  future. 

The  Kiowa  and  Comanche  Tribes  have 
almost  completed  their  membership  rolls. 
Waiting  the  time  required  for  the  elec¬ 
tion  and  establishment  of  a  recognized 
business  committee  which  could  act  on 
enrollment  applications  and  prepare  a 
roll  would  cause  undue  delay  in  appor¬ 
tioning  and  distributing  the  funds  among 
the  three  tribes.  Since  it  is  apparent  that 


it  is  not  possible  for  the  Apache  tribe  to 
timely  complete  its  roll,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
distribution  plan,  is  assuming  the  au¬ 
thority  to  complete  the  Apache  member¬ 
ship  roll. 

This  proposed  amendment  is  to  estab¬ 
lish  procedures  to  govern  preparation  of 
the  roll  for  distribution  of  the  judgment 
funds  to  eligible  members  of  the  Apache 
Tribe  of  Oklahoma. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  whenever  practicable,  to  af¬ 
ford  the  public  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  rulemaking  process.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  interested  persons  may  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions  or  objec¬ 
tions  regarding  these  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Indian 
Services,  Attention:  Tribal  Government 
Services,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  1951 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20245,  on  or  before  July  26,  1976. 

The  new  paragraph  (aa)  proposed  to 
be  added  to  §  41.3  of  Part  41,  Subchapter 
F,  Chapter  I  of  Title  25  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  reads  as  follows: 

§  41.3  Qualifications  for  enrollment  and 
the  deadline  for  filing  applications. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(aa)  Apache  Tribe  of  Oklahoma.  (1) 
For  the  purpose  of  preparing  a  roll  of 
members  of  the  Apache  Tribe  of  Okla¬ 
homa  to  be  used  as  the  basis  for  dis¬ 
tributing  funds  derived  from  a  judgment 
awarded  in  Indian  Claims  Commission 
Dockets  257  and  259-A  the  following  per¬ 
sons  shall  be  included  as  members,  pro¬ 
vided  they  were  born  on  or  prior  to  and 
living  on  June  8,  1976,  and  provided 
further  they  have  not  received  land  or 
money  by  virtue  of  being  enrolled  as 
members  of  another  tribe: 

(1)  All  persons  of  Apache  Indian  or 
captive  blood  who  received  an  allotment 
of  land  as  members  of  the  Apache  Tribe 
under  the  Act  of  June  6,  1900  (31  Stat. 
672),  and  subsequent  Acts,  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  as  fullblood  members  of  the 
Apache  Tribe  of  Oklahoma. 

(ii)  All  living  direct  descendants  by 
blood  of  allottees,  including  captives,  eli¬ 
gible  for  membership  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  (aa)(l)(l)  of  this 
section  (i)  who  possess  at  least  one- 
fourth  (V4)  degree  Apache  Indian  or 
captive  blood,  as  defined  and  derived 
from  paragraph  (aa)  (1)  (i)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  provided  they  file  an  application 
for  enrollment. 

(2)  Applications  for  enrollment  as 
members  of  the  Apache  Tribe  of  Okla¬ 
homa  to  share  in  the  per  capita  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  judgment  funds  must  be  filed 


with  the  Area  Director,  Bureau  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs,  Post  Office  Box  368,  Ana- 
darko,  Oklahoma  73005,  and  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Director  no  later  than  close 
of  business  not  less  than  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  of  the  final  reg¬ 
ulations  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(3)  Appeals  from  rejected  applications 
shall  be  handled  in  accordance  with  Part 
42  of  this  Chapter. 

No  further  changes  are  proposed  to  be 
made  in  the  text  of  Part  41. 

Morris  Thompson, 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs. 

June  18, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-18320  Filed  6  23-76;8:45  am  | 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  52  ] 

PROCESSED  RAISINS  AND  DRIED 
CURRANTS 

Proposed  Grade  Standards 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  is 
proposing  a  revision  and  combining  of 
the  United  States  Standards  for  grades 
of  Processed  Raisins  (7  CFR  52.1841) 
and  the  United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Dried  Currants  (7  CFR 
52.981).  These  grades  standards  are  is¬ 
sued  under  authority  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act  of  1946  (Secs.  203,  205, 
60  Stat.  1087,  as  amended,  1090,  as 
amended,  7  U.S.C.  1622,  1624),  which 
provides  for  the  issuance  of  official  U.S. 
grades  to  designate  different  levels  of 
quality  for  the  voluntary  use  of  pro¬ 
ducers,  buyers,  and  consumers.  Official 
grading  services  are  also  provided  under 
this  Act  upon  request  of  the  applicant 
and  upon  payment  of  a  fee  to  cover  the 
cost  of  such  service. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posal  should  file  the  same  in  duplicate 
by  July  26,  1976  with  the  Hearing  Clerk. 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Room 
112,  Administration  building,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20250.  All  written  submittals 
made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be 
available  for  public  review  at  the  Office 
of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during  regular 
business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b) ). 

Statement  of  Consideration  Leading  to 
the  Proposed  Revision 

The  current  United  States  Standards 
for  Grades  of  Processed  Raisins  have 
beenjn  effect  since  1974.  The  current 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Dried  Currants  have  been  in  effect  since 
1965.  There  have  been  a  number  of  sig- 
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nlficant  changes  In  the  growing,  prep¬ 
aration,  processing  and  marketing  of 
processed  raisins  and  dried  currants  In 
the  post  several  years. 

Note. — Compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
these  standards  shall  not  excuse  failure  to 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  or  with  ap¬ 
plicable  State  laws  and  regulations. 

The  proposed  revisions  Include: 

1.  Combining  the  two  existing  stand¬ 
ards  Into  a  single  standard. 

2.  Changing  the  grade  names  to  U.S. 
Grade  A,  UJ3.  Grade  B,  U5.  Grade  C,  and 
Substandard. 

3.  Editorial  changes  such  as  bringing 
together,  in  one  section,  definitions  that 
are  applicable  to  all  styles  and  types  of 
raisins;  the  elimination  of  text  where 
graphic  tables  will  reduce  misunder¬ 
standing;  and  consolidating  various 
methods  of  analyses  into  one  section. 

4.  Changing  the  method  of  determin¬ 
ing  some  categories  of  defects  from  a  “by 
count”  to  a  “by  weight”  basis;  combining 
two  similar  development  characteristics 
into  a  single  scoring  category. 

The  need  to  standardize  and  simplify 
grade  nomenclature  has  been  established. 
Letters  and  studies  have  Indicated  con¬ 
sumer  preferences  for  a  single  letter 
designation  to  indicate  the  different 
quality  levels.  Therefore,  in  the  interest 
of  clarity,  alternative  quality  terms  such 
as  “UB.  Fancy”  and  “U.S.  Choice”  would 
be  eliminated  from  these  standards. 

The  standards  for  dried  currants 
would  be  combined  with  those  for  proces¬ 
sed  raisins  in  an  effort  to  reduce  the  mis¬ 
understanding  and  confusion  about  the 
product  customarily  called,  and  marketed 
in  the  United  States  as,  dried  currants. 
Domestic  dried  currants  are  raisins 
processed  from  either  the  White  Corinth 
or  the  Black  Corinth  grape — both  of 
which  are  vinifera  variety  grapes.  Their 
method  of  drying  and  preparation  is  the 
same  as  for  other,  more  popular  vinifera 
varieties  such  as  the  Thompson  Seedless, 
Muscat  of  Alexandria,  Muscatel  Gordo 
Blanco,  and  Sultana.  As  proposed,  the 
currants  will  be  considered  as  a  [sepa¬ 
rate]  type  of  raisin. 

The  proposed  revisions  are  as  follows: 

Subpart — United  States  Standards  for  Grades 
of  Processed  Raisins 

Sec. 

52.1841  Product  description. 

52.1842  Product  description  for  Layer  (or 

Cluster)  Raisins  with  Seeds. 

52.1843  Summary  of  types  (varieties)  of 

processed  raisins. 

52.1844  Definition  of  terms. 

52.1845  Sizes  of  Seedless  Raisins. 

52.1846  Grades  of  Seedless  Raisins. 

52.1847  .  Colors  of  Golden  Seedless  Raisins. 

52.1848  Sizes  of  Golden  Seedless  Raisins. 

52.1849  Grades  of  Golden  Seedless  Raisins. 

52.1850  Sizes  of  Raisins  with  Seeds— Except 

Layer  or  Cluster. 

52.1851  Sizes  of  Raisins  with  Seeds — Layer 

or  Cluster. 

52.1852  Grades  of  Raisins  with  Seeds — Ex¬ 

cept  Layer  or  Cluster. 

52.1853  Grades  of  Raisins  with  Seeds — Layer 

or  Cluster. 

52.1854  Sizes  of  8ultana  Raisins. 

52.1856  Grades  of  Sultana  Raisins. 

52.1 350  Sizes  of  Zante  Currant  Raisins. 
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Sec. 

62.1867  Grades  of  Zante  Currant  Raisins. 
62.1858  Grades  of  mixed  types  or  varieties 
of  raisins. 

Subpart — United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Processed  Raisins 

Authority  :  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of 
1946,  Seca.  203,  205,  60  Stat.  1087,  as  amended 
1090,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1622,  1624. 

§  52.1841  Product  description. 

Processed  Raisins  are  dried  grapes  of 
the  Vinifera  varieties,  such  as  Thompson 
Seedless  (Sultanina),  Muscat  of  Alex¬ 
andria,  Muscatel  Gordo  Blanco,  Sultana, 
Black  Cornith  or  White  Comith.  The 
processed  raisins  are  prepared  from 
clean,  sound,  dried  grapes;  are  properly 
stemmed  and  capstemmed  except  for 
cluster  or  uncapstemmed  raisins;  are 
properly  seeded  in  seeded  styles;  are 
sorted  or  cleaned,  or  both;  and  except 
for  cluster  or  uncapstemmed  raisins,  are 
washed  in  water  to  assure  a  wholesome 
product. 

§  52.1842  Product  description  of  layer 
or  cluster  raisins  with  seeds. 

Raisins  with  Seeds  that  are  referred 
to  as  “Layer  or  Cluster  raisins”  means 
that  the  raisins  have  not  been  detached 
from  the  main  bunch. 

§  52.1843  Summary  of  types  (varieties) 
of  processed  raisins. 

(a)  Type  I — Seedless  Raisins 

(1)  Natural. 

(2)  Dipped,  Vine-dried,  or  similarly 
processed  raisins. 

(b)  Type  n — Golden  Seedless  Raisins 

(c)  Type  III — Raisins  with  Seeds 

(1)  Natural. 

(1)  Seeded  (seeds  removed) . 

(ii)  Unseeded -capstemmed  (loose). 

(ill)  Unseeded-uncapstemmed  (loose). 

(iv)  Layer  (or  Cluster) . 

(2)  Dipped,  Vine-dried,  or  other  sim¬ 
ilarly  processed  raisins. 

(i)  Seeded  (seeds  removed) . 

(ii)  Unseeded-capstemmed  (loose). 

(iii)  Unseeded-uncapstemmed  (loose'. 

(d)  Type  IV — Sultana  Raisins 

(e)  Type  V — Zante  Currant  Raisins 

(i)  Unseeded. 

(ii)  Seeded. 

(f )  Type  VI — Mixed  Types  or  Varieties 
of  Raisins.  A  mixture  of  two  or  more  dif¬ 
ferent  types  (varieties)  of  raisins  includ¬ 
ing  sub-types  outlined  in  this  section 
but  other  than:  (1)  Mixtures  containing 
Layer  or  Cluster  Raisins  with  seeds;  (2) 
Mixtures  containing  Unseeded-capstem¬ 
med  and  Unseeded-uncapstemmed  Rai¬ 
sins  with  Seeds;  and  (3)  Mixture  of 
Seeded  and  Unseeded  Raisins  with  Seeds. 

§  52.1844  Definition  of  terms. 

(a)  “ Capstems ”  means  small  woody 
stems  exceeding  y8  inch  in  length  which 
attach  the  raisins  to  the  branches  of  the 
bunch. 

(b)  A  “piece  of  stem”  means  a  portion 
of  the  branch  or  main  stem. 

(c)  "Seeds”  refers  to  whole,  fully  de¬ 
veloped  seeds  which  have  not  been  re¬ 
moved  during  the  processing  of  seeded 
Raisins  with  seeds. 


(d)  "Damaged  raisins ”  means  raisins 
affected  by  sunburn,  scars,  insect  in¬ 
jury,  mechanical  Injury,  or  other  similar 
means  which  seriously  affect  the  appear¬ 
ance,  edibility,  keeping  quality,  or  ship¬ 
ping  quality  of  the  raisins.  In  seeded 
Raisins  with  Seeds,  mechanical  injury 
resulting  from  normal  seeding  operations 
is  not  considered  damage. 

(e)  "Sugared”  means  either  external 
or  Internal  sugar  crystals  are  present 
and  the  accumulation  of  such  crystal¬ 
lized  fruit  sugars  in  the  flesh  or  on  the 
surface  of  the  raisins  is  readily  apparent. 

(f )  "Grit,  sand,  or  silt”  means  any  par¬ 
ticle  or  earthy  material. 

(g)  "Moisture”  means  the  percentage 
by  weight  of  the  processed  raisins,  ex¬ 
clusive  of  branch  and  heavy  stem  ma¬ 
terial,  that  Is  moisture  when  determined 
by  the  “Dried  Fruit  Moisture  Tester 
Method”  or  in  accordance  with  other 
methods  that  give  equivalent  results. 

(h)  "Slightly  discolored,”  means  a  rai¬ 
sin  affected  by  a  brown  to  dark  brown 
discolored  area  around  the  capstem  end 
of  the  raisin  that  is  less  than  the  area  of 
a  circle  Vs- Inch  in  diameter. 

(i)  "Discolored”  means  a  raisin  af¬ 
fected  by  a  brown  to  dark  brown  dis¬ 
colored  area  around  the  capstem  end 
of  the  raisin  that  equals  or  exceeds  the 
area  of  a  circle  %-lnch  in  diameter;  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  overall  appearance, 
keeping  quality,  and  the  product  are  not 
seriously  affected. 

(J)  "Well-matured”  means  raisins  that 
are  full-fleshed,  may  have  fine  wrinkles 
and  are  rounded  in  appearance. 

(k)  "Reasonably  well-matured”  means 
raisins  that  aro  reasonably  full-fleshed 
and  may  have  shallow  wrinkles  with  thick 
edged  ridges. 

(l)  "Fairly  well-matured,”  means  rai¬ 
sins  that  are  thin-fleshed  and  angular  in 
appearance. 

(m)  “ Substandard  development” 
means  raisins  that  are  practically  lack¬ 
ing  in  flesh. 

(n)  “ Undeveloped ”  refers  to  extremely 
light  berries  that  are  lacking  in  sugary 
tissue  indicating  incomplete  develop¬ 
ment;  are  reddish  in  color;  are  com¬ 
pletely  shriveled  and  hard;  have  fine 
wrinkles  on  smaller  units  and  moderately 
deep  wrinkles  on  slightly  larger  units; 
and  are  commonly  referred  to  as 
“worthless.” 

Type  I — Seedless  Raisins 
§  52.1845  Sizes  of  seedless  raisins. 

The  size  designations  and  measure¬ 
ment  requirements  for  the  respective 
sizes  are: 

(a)  "Select”  size  raisins  means  that 
no  more  than  60  percent,  by  weight,  of 
all  of  the  raisins  will  pass  through  round 
perforations  2%.t  inch  in  diameter,  but 
not  more  than  10  percent,  by  weight,  of 
all  the  raisins  may  pass  through  round 
perforations  2%4  inch  in  diameter. 

(b)  "Small”  or  “ midget ”  size  raisins 
means  that  95  percent,  by  weight,  of  all 
the  raisins  will  pass  through  round  per¬ 
forations  2%4  inch  in  diameter,  and  not 
less  than  70  percent,  by  weight,  of  all 
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raisins  will  pass  through  round  perfora¬ 
tions  2%4  inch  in  diameter. 

(c)  “Mixed”  size  raisins  means  a  mix¬ 
ture  which  does  not  meet  either  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  “select"  size  or  for 
“small"  or  “midget"  size. 

§  52.1846  Grades  of  seedless  raisins. 

(a)  “ U.S .  Grade  A”  is  the  quality  of 
seedless  raisins  that  have  similar  varietal 
characteristics;  that  have  a  good  typical 
color;  that  have  a  good  characteristic 
flavor;  that  show  development  charac¬ 
teristics  of  raisins  prepared  from  well- 
matured  grapes  with  not  less  than  80  per¬ 
cent,  by  weight,  of  raisins  that  are  well- 
matured  or  reasonably  well -matured ; 
that  contain  not  more  than  18  percent, 
by  weight,  of  moisture;  and  that  meet 
the  additional  requirements  outlined  in 
Table  I  of  this  subpart. 

(b)  “U.S.  Grade  B ”  is  the  quality  of 
seedless  raisins  that  have  similar  vari¬ 
etal  characteristics :  that  have  a  reason¬ 
ably  good  typical  color;  that  have  a  good 
characteristic  flavor;  that  show  develop- 


Type  n — Golden  Seedless  Raisins 

§  52.1847  Colors  of  golden  seedless  rai¬ 
sins. 

The  color  of  golden  seedless  raisins  is 
not  a  factor  of  quality  for  the  purpose  of 
these  grades.  The  color  requirements  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  respective  color  designa¬ 
tions  are  as  follows: 

(a)  “Well  colored”  means  that  the  rai¬ 
sins  are  practically  uniform  in  color  and 
may  range  from  yellow  or  golden  to  light 
amber  color  with  a  predominating  yellow 
or  golden  color  and  that  not  more  than 
V2  of  1  percent,  by  weight,  of  all  the  rai¬ 
sins  may  be  definitely  dark  berries. 

(b)  “Reasonably  well  colored”  means 
that  the  raisins  are  reasonably  uniform 
in  color  and  may  range  from  yellow  to 
golden  or  greenish  yellow  to  light  amber 


ment  characteristics  of  raisins  prepared 
from  reasonably  well-matured  grapes 
with  not  less  than  70  percent,  by  weight, 
of  raisins  that  are  well-matured  or  rea¬ 
sonably  well-matured;  that  contain  not 
more  than  18  percent,  by  weight,  of  mois¬ 
ture;  and  that  meet  the  additional  re¬ 
quirements  outlined  in  Table  I  of  this 
subpart. 

(c)  “U.S.  Grade  C”  is  the  quality  of 
seedless  raisins  that  have  similar  vari¬ 
etal  characteristics;  that  have  a  fairly 
good  typical  color;  that  have  a  fairly 
good  flavor;  that  show  development 
characteristics  of  raisins  prepared  from 
fairly  well-matured  grapes  with  not  less 
than  55  percent,  by  weight,  of  raisins 
that  are  well-matured  or  reasonably 
well -matured ;  that  contain  not  more 
than  18  percent,  by  weight,  of  moisture; 
and  that  meet  the  additional  require¬ 
ments  outlined  in  Table  I  of  this  subpart. 

(d)  “Substandard”  is  the  quality  of 
seedless  raisins  that  fail  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  U.S.  Grade  C. 


wherein  the  predominating  color  may  be 
greenish  yellow  or  light  amber  and  that 
not  more  than  3  percent,  by  weight,  of 
all  the  raisins  may  be  definitely  dark 
berries. 

(c)  “Fairly  well  colored”  means  that 
the  raisins  are  fairly  uniform  in  color 
and  may  range  from  yellow  or  greenish 
yellow  to  amber  or  light  greenish  amber 
and  that  not  more  than  6  percent,  by 
weight  of  all  the  raisins  may  be  definitely 
dark  berries. 

(d)  “Colored”  means  that  the  raisins 
may  be  variable  in  color  and  may  range 
from  yellowish  green  to  dark  amber  or 
dark  greenish  amber;  that  not  more  than 
20  percent,  by  weight;  of  all  the  raisins 
may  be  definitely  dark  berries. 

(e)  “Definitely  dark  berries”  means 
raisins  which  are  definitely  darker  than 


dark  amber  and  characteristic  of  nat¬ 
urally  “ralsined”  grapeS. 

§  52.1848  Sizes  of  golden  seedless  rai¬ 
sins. 

The  size  designations  and  measure¬ 
ment  requirements  for  the  respective 
sizes  of  golden  seedless  raisins  are  the 
same  as  for  seedless  raisins  (see  Sec. 
52.1845). 

§  52.1849  Grades  of  golden  seedless  rai¬ 
sins. 

Except  for  color,  the  grades  of  golden 
seedless  raisins  are  the  same  as  for  seed¬ 
less  raisins  (see  §  52.1846  and  Table  I) . 

Type  in — Raisins  with  Seeds 

§  52.1850  Sizes  of  raisins  with  seeds — 
except  layer  or  cluster. 

The  sizes  of  raisins  with  seeds — ex¬ 
cept  for  layer  or  cluster  raisins  with 
seeds,  are  not  incorporated  in  the  grades 
of  the  finished  product  since  size,  as 
such,  is  not  a  factor  of  quality  for  the 
purposes  of  these  grades.  The  common 
size  designations  and  measurement  re¬ 
quirements  applicable  thereto  include, 
but  are  not  limited  to,  the  following : 

(a)  Seeded. 

(1)  “Select”  size  raisins  means  that 
not  more  than  70  percent,  by  weight, 
of  the  raisins  will  pass  through  round 
perforations  inch  in  diameter;  and 
not  more  than  5  percent,  by  weight,  of 
all  the  raisins  will  pass  through  round 
perforations  2%4  inch  in  diameter. 

(2)  “Small”  or  “ midget ”  size  raisins 
means  that  all  of  the  raisins  will  pass 
through  round  perforations  3%4  inch  in 
diameter  and  not  less  than  90  percent, 
by  weight,  of  all  the  raisins  will  pass 
through  round  perforations  2%4  inch  in 
diameter. 

(3)  “Mixed”  size  raisins  means  a  mix¬ 
ture  which  does  not  meet  either  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  “select"  size  or  for 
“small”  (or  “midget")  size. 

(b)  Unseeded. 

(1)  “4  Croton”  means  raisins  that  will 
not  pass  through  round  perforations 
4%4  inch  in  diameter. 

(2)  “3  Croton”  means  raisins  that  will 

pass  through  round  perforations  4%4 

inch  in  diameter  but  will  not  pass 
through  round  perforations  8%4  inch  in 
diameter. 

(3)  “2  Crown ”  means  raisins  that  will 

pass  through  round  perforations  84«',4 

inch  in  diameter  but  will  not  pass 
through  round  perforations  2%4  inch  in 
diameter. 

(4)  “1  Croton”  means  raisins  that  will 

pass  through  round  perforations  2%4 

inch  in  diameter. 

§  52.1851  Sizes  of  raisins  with  seeds — 
layer  or  cluster. 

The  size  of  layer  or  cluster  raisins  with 
seeds  is  incorporated  in  the  grades  of 
the  finished  product.  The  size  designa¬ 
tion  and  measurement  as  applicable  to 
layer  or  cluster  raisins  with  seeds  are: 

(a)  3  Croton  Size  or  Larger.  “3  Crown 
size  or  larger ”  in  Layer  or  Cluster 
Raisins  with  Seeds  means  that  the 
raisins,  exclusive  of  stems  and  branches, 
are  such  a  size  that  they  will  not  pass 


Table  I. — Allowances  for  defects  in  type  1,  seedless  raisins  and  type  IT,  goldm  seedless 


raisins 

Defects  U.S.  Grade  A  U.8.  Grade  B  U.S.  Grade  C 

Maximum  count  (per  90  or.) 

Pieces  of  stem . . . . .  12  4 

*  Maximum  count  (per  10  or.) 

Capstems .  15  25  36 


Maximum  (percent  by  weight) 


5  10  15 


4  0-9 

2  3  5 

2  3  4 


Total  Maximum  Total  Maximum  Total  Maximum 
undeveloped  undeveloped  undeveloped 


i .  h  m  M  2  1  v- 

112  1  3  1 

2  1  3  2  5  3 


Appearance  or  edibility  of  product 


Slightly  discolored  or  damaged  by  fermentation  May  not  be  affected.  May  not  be  more  May  not  be  ma- 
or  any  other  defect  not  described  above.  than  slightly  terially  affected. 

affected. 

Grit,  sand,  or  silt. . . None  of  any  consequence  may  be  present  Not  more  than  a 

that  affects  the  appearance  or  edibility  trace  may  be 
of  the  product.  _ ,  present  that  affects 

the  appearance  or 
edibility  of  the 

"s  product. 


Sugared . . . 

Discolored,  damaged  or  moldy  raisins.. 
Provided  these  limits  arc  not  exceeded: 

Damaged . 

Moldy . 


Substandard  and  undeveloped: 

Select  site . 

Mixed  site. . 

Small  (Midget)  site . 
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through  round  perforations  5K>4  Inch  In 
diameter. 

§  52.1852  Grades  of  raisins  with  seeds — 
except  layer  or  duster. 

(a)  “U.S.  Grade  A"  Is  the  quality  of 
raisins  with  seeds  that  have  similar 
varietal  characteristics;  that  have  a  good 
typical  color  with  not  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent,  by  weight,  of  dipped,  vine-dried,  or 
other  similarly  processed  raisins,  that 
may  be  dark  reddish-brown  berries;  that 
have  a  good  characteristic  flavor;  that 
show  development  characteristics  of  rai¬ 
sins  prepared  from  well-matured  grapes; 
with  not  less  than  80  percent,  by  weight, 
of  raisins  that  are  well-matured  or  rea¬ 
sonably  well-matured;  that  contain  not 
more  than  18  percent,  by  weight,  of 
moisture,  except  that  any  seeded  raisins 
may  contain  not  more  than  19  percent, 
by  weight,  of  moisture;  and  meet  the 
additional  requirements  as  outlined  In 
Table  n  of  this  subpart. 

Cb)  “U.S.  Grade  Bn  is  the  quality  of 
raisins  with  seeds  that  have  similar 
varietal  characteristics;  that  have  a  rea¬ 
sonably  good  typical  color  with  not  more 
than  15  percent,  by  weight,  of  dipped, 
vine-dried,  or  other  similarly  processed 
raisins,  that  may  be  dark  reddish-brown 
berries;  that  have  a  good  characteristic 


flavor;  that  show  development  charac¬ 
teristics  of  raisins  prepared  from  reason¬ 
ably  well-matured  grapes;  with  not  less 
than  70  percent,  by*  weight,  of  raisins 
that  are  well-matured;  that  contain  not 
more  than  18  percent,  by  weight,  of 
moisture,  except  that  any  seeded  rai¬ 
sins  may  contain  not  more  than  19  per¬ 
cent,  by  weight,  of  moisture;  and  meet 
the  additional  requirements  as  outlined 
in  Table  n  of  this  subpart. 

(c)  “U.S.  Grade  C"  Is  the  quality  of 
raisins  with  seeds  that  have  similar 
varietal  characteristics;  that  have  a 
fairly  good  typical  color  with  not  more 
than  20  percent,  by  weight,  of  dipped, 
vine-dried,  or  other  similarly  processed 
raisins,  that  may  be  dark  reddish-brown 
berries;  that  have  a  fairly  good  flavor; 
that  show  development  characteristics 
of  raisins  prepared  from  fairly  well- 
matured  grapes;  that  contain  not  more 
than  18  percent,  by  weight,  of  moisture, 
except  that  any  seeded  raisins  may  con¬ 
tain  not  more  than  19  percent,  by  weight, 
of  moisture;  and  meet  the  additional  re¬ 
quirements  as  outlined  in  Table  n  of 
this  subpart. 

(d)  “ Substandard ’’  Is  the  quality  of 
raisins  with  seeds  that  fall  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  U.S.  Grade  C. 


Table  II. — Allowances  for  defects  in  raisins  with  seeds — except  layer  or  cluster 


Defects 


U.3.  Grade  A  U.8.  Grade  B  US.  Grade  O 


Pieces  of  stem. 


Seeds  In  seeded  types . . . 

Loose  capetems  In  uncapsteinmed  types. 


Sugared... . . . 

Discolored,  damaged,  or  moldy . 

Provided  these  limits  are  not  exceeded: 

Damaged . . . 

Moldy . 

Substandard  and  undeveloped . 


- 

Maximum  oount  (per  32  ox.) 

- 

1 

2 

3 

Mrxlmum  count  (per  16  oz) 

10 

15 

20 

12 

15 

20 

- 

20 

20 

20 

Maximum  (percent  by  weight) 

6 

10 

15 

- 

5 

7 

» 

X 

4 

5 

2 

3 

4 

- 

2 

5 

8 

Appearance  or  edibility  of  product 

Slightly  discolored  or  damaged  by  fermentation 
or  any  other  defect  not  described  above. 


May  not  be  affected.  May  not  be  more 
than  slighUy 
affected. 

Grit,  sand,  or  silt . None  of  any  consequence  may  be  present 

»  that  affects  the  appearance  or  edibility 

of  the  product. 


May  not  be  more 
than  materially 
affected. 

Not  more  than  a 
trace  may  be  pres¬ 
ent  that  affects  the 
appearance  or 
edibility  of  the 
product. 


§  52.1853  Grades  of  raisins  with  seeds— 
layer  or  cluster. 

(a)  “ U.S .  Grade  A ”  is  the  quality  of 
layer  or  cluster  raisins  with  Seeds  that 
have  similar  varietal  characteristics;  that 
have  a  good  typical  color;  that  have  a 
good  characteristic  flavor;  that  are  uni¬ 
formly  cured  and  show  development 
characteristics  of  raisins  prepared  from 
well-matured  grapes;  that  contain  not 
more  than  23  percent,  by  weight,  of 
moisture;  that  not  less  than  30  percent, 
by  weight,  of  the  raisins,  exclusive  of 
stems  and  branches,  are  3 -Crown  size  or 
larger;  and  that  meet  the  following  addi¬ 
tional  requirements  as  outlined  In  Table 
in  of  this  subpart. 


(b)  " U.S .  Grade  B”  Is  the  quality  of 
layer  or  cluster  raisins  with  seeds  that 
have  similar  varietal  characteristics  th£t 
have  a  reasonably  good  typical  color; 
that  have  a  good  characteristic  flavor; 
that  are  uniformly  cured  and  show  de¬ 
velopment  characteristics  of  raisins  pre¬ 
pared  from  reasonably  well -matured 
grapes;  that  contain  not  more  than  23 
percent,  by  weight,  of  the  n|plsture,  that 
not  less  than  30  percent,  by  weight,  of  the 
raisins  are  3-Crown  size  or  larger;  and 
that  meet  the  additional  requirements 
outlined  in  Table  m  of  this  subpart. 

(c)  “ Substandard ”  Is  the  quality  of 
layer  or  cluster  raisins  with  seeds  that 
fall  to  meet  the  requirements  of  U.S. 
Grade  B. 
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Table  III. — Allowance*  for  defect*  in  layer  or  cluster  raisin *  with  seed* 


Defect* 


U  A.  Grade  A  U.S.  Grade  B 


Maximum  (percent  by  weight) 


Sugared..... . - . 

I >iscolorod,  damaged,  or  moldy . , 

Provided  these  limits  are  not  exooeded: 

Damaged . . 

Moldy . 

Substandard  and  undeveloped . 


S 

5 


in 

7 

4 

:t 


Shattered  (or  loose)  individual  terries  and  small  clusters  of  2  or  S  Practically  free .  Reasonably  free. 

berries  each. 


Appearance  or  edibility  of  product 


Slightly  discolored  or  damaged  by  fermentation  or  any  other  delect 
not  described  above. 

Grit,  sand,  or  silt . . . . 


May  not  be  affected. ..  May  not  be  more  than 
slightly  affected. 

None  of  any  consequence  may  te  present  that 
affects  the  appearance  or  edibility  of  th* 
product. 


Type  IV — Sultana  Raisins 
§  52.1854  Sizes  of  Sultana  Raisins. 

Size  designations  are  not  applicable  to 
Sultana  Raisins. 

§  52.1855  Grades  of  Sultana  Raisins. 

(a)  “U.S.  Grade  A”  is  the  quality  of 
Sultana  Raisins  that  have  similar 
varietal  characteristics;  that  have  a  good 
typical  color;  that  have  a  good  charac¬ 
teristic  flavor;  that  show  development 
characteristics  of  raisins  prepared  from 
well -matured  grapes;  with  not  less  than 
80  percent,  by  weight,  of  raisins  that  are 
well-matured  or  reasonably  well-ma¬ 
tured;  and  that  contain  not  more  than 
18  percent,  by  weight,  of  moisture,  and 
that  met  the  additional  requirements 
outlined  in  Table  IV  of  this  subpart. 

(b)  “U.S.  Grade  B ”  is  the  quality  of 
Sultana  Raisins  that  have  Similar 
varietal  characteristics;  that  have  a  rea¬ 
sonably  good  typical  color;  that  have  a 


good  characteristic  flavor:  that  show  de¬ 
velopment  characteristics  of  raisins  pre¬ 
pared  from  reasonably  well-matured 
grapes;  with  not  less  than  70  percent,  by 
weight,  of  raisins  that  are  well-matured 
or  reasonably  well-matured;  and  that 
contain  not  more  than  18  percent,  by 
weight,  of  moisture,  and  that  meet  the 
additional  requirements  as  outlined  in 
Table  IV  of  this  subpart. 

(c)  “U.S.  Grade  C”  is  the  quality  of 
Sultana  Raisins  that  have  similar  vari¬ 
etal  characteristics;  that  have  a  fairly 
good  typical  color;  that  have  a  fairly 
good  flavor;  that  show  development  char¬ 
acteristics  of  raisins  prepared  from  fairly 
well-matured  grapes;  that  contain  not 
more  than  18  percent,  by  weight,  of  mois¬ 
ture;  and  that  meet  the  additional  re¬ 
quirements  as  outlined  in  Table  IV  of 
this  subpart. 

(d)  “Substandard”  is  the  quality  of 
Sultana  Raisins  that  fail  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  U.S.  Grade  C. 


Table  IV. — Allowances  for  defects  in  Sultana  raisin* 


Defect*  U.S.  Grade  A  U.S.  Grade  B  U.S.  Grade  C 

Maximum  count  (per  32  of.) 

Pieces  of  stem .  12  3 

Maximum  count  (per  1*  of.) 

Capet  em .  25  45  M 


Maximum  (percent  by  weight) 


10  15 

6  9 


•  >  D 

3  4 

5  8 


Appearance  or  edibility  of  product 


Slightly  discolored  of  damaged  by  fermentation  May  not  be  affected..  May  not  be  more  May  not  be  more 
or  any  other  defect  not  described  above.  than  slightly  af-  than  materially  af¬ 
fected.  fected. 

Grit,  sand,  or  silt . .  . . None  of  any  oo resequence  may  be  present  Not  more  than  a 

that  affects  the  appearance  or  edibility  trace  may  be  prea- 
of  the  product.  ent  that  affects 

the  appearance  or 
edibility  of  the 
product. 


Sugared . . . ft 

Discolored,  damaged,  or  moldy . .  4 

Provided  these  limits  are  not  exooeded: 

Damaged _ _ 5 

Moldy . 2 

Substandard  and  undeveloped .  2 


Type  V — Zante  Current  Raisins 

S  52.1856  Sizes  of  Zante  Currant  Rai¬ 
sins. 

Size  designations  are  not  applicable  to 
Zante  Currant  Raisins. 


§  52.1857  Grades  of  Zante  Currant  Rai¬ 
sins. 

(a)  “U.S.  Grade  A”  Is  the  quality  of 
Zante  Currant  Raisins  that  have  similar 
varietal  characteristics;  that  have  a  good 
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typical  color ;  that  have  a  good  character¬ 
istic  flavor;  that  show  development 
characteristics  of  raisins  prepared  from 
well-matured  grapes;  that  have  not  less 
than  75  percent,  by  weight,  of  raisins 
that  are  well-matured  or  reasonably  well 
matured;  that  contain  not  more  than  20 
percent,  by  weight,  of  moisture;  and  meet 
the  additional  requirements  as  outlined 
in  Table  V  of  this  subpart. 

(b)  “U.S.  Grade  B”  is  the  quality  of 
Zante  Currant  Raisins  that  have  similar 


Type  VI — Mixed  Types  of  Raisins 

§  52.1858  Grades  of  mixed  types  or 
varieties  of  raisins. 

The  grade  for  a  lot  of  mixed  types  or 
varieties  of  processed  raisins  shall  be  the 
lower  (or  lowest)  grade  of  any  varietal 
type  in  the  mixture  based  on  the  respec¬ 
tive  requirements  for  each  type,  except 
for  color  and  moisture,  in  accordance 
with  this  subpart.  U.S.  Grade  A  mixed 
types  or  varieties  of  processed  raisins 
must  have  a  reasonably  uniform  good 
typical  color;  U.S.  Grade  B  must  have  a 
reasonably  uniform,  reasonably  good 
typical  color;  U.S.  Grade  C  is  that  color 
that  does  not  meet  the  color  require¬ 
ments  of  U.S.  Grade  B  above.  All  grades 
may  contain  not  more  than  18  percent,  by 
weight,  of  moisture.  Mixed  types  or 
varieties  of  processed  raisins  that  as  a 
mixture  exceed  18  percent,  by  weight,  of 
moisture  are  “Substandard.” 

Dated:  June  18,  1976. 

William  T.  Manley, 
Acting  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.76-18216  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
[  33  CFR  Part  117  ] 

[COD  76-112] 

SABINE  LAKE,  TEXAS 
Drawbridge  Operation  Regulations 

At  the  request  of  Texas  Department  of 
Highways,  the  Coast  Guard  is  consider¬ 
ing  revising  the  regulations  for  the  State 
Highway  82  drawbridge  across  Sabine 
Lake,  mile  10.0,  to  require  at  least  6  hours 


varietal  characteristics;  that  have  a  rea¬ 
sonably  good  typical  color;  that  have  a 
good  characteristic  flavor;  that  have  de¬ 
velopment  characteristics  of  raisins  pre¬ 
pared  from  reasonably  well-matured 
grapes;  that  contain  not  more  than  20 
percent,  by  weighty  of  moisture;  and 
meet  the  additional  requirements  as  out¬ 
lined  in  Table  V  of  this  subpart. 

(c)  " Substandard ”  is  the  quality  of 
Zante  Currant  Raisins  that  fail  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  U.S.  Grade  B. 


notice  from  9  p.m.  to  5  a.m.  to  open  the 
draw.  The  draw  is  presently  required  to 
open  on  signal  at  all  times.  This  change 
is  being  considered  because  of  limited 
requests  for  openings  during  this  period. 
For  the  12-month  period  ending  29 
February  1976  there  were  67  openings 
from  9  p.m.  to  5  ajn.  or  a  weekly  average 
of  1.3. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the 
Comander  (oan).  Eighth  Coast  Guard 
District,  Hale  Boggs  Federal  Building, 
500  Camp  Street,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana 
70130.  Each  person  submitting  com¬ 
ments  should  include  his  name  and  ad¬ 
dress,  identify  the  bridge,  and  give  rea¬ 
sons  for  any  recommended  change  in 
the  proposal.  Copies  of  all  written  com¬ 
munications  received  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
at  the  office  of  the  Commander.  Eighth 
Coast  Guard  District. 

The  Commander,  Eighth  Coast  Guard 
District,  will  forward  any  comments  re¬ 
ceived  before  July  26,  1976,  with  his  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  Chief,  Office  of 
Marine  Environment  and  Systems,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  Headquarters,  Washington, 
D.C.,  who  will  evaluate  all  communica¬ 
tions  received  and  take  final  action  on 
this  proposal.  The  proposed  regulations 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  that  Part  117  of  Title  33  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  be  amended 
by  adding  a  new  S  117.548  Immediately 
before  8  117.550  to  read  as  follows: 

g  117.548  Sabine  Lake,  Texas,  S— 82 
bridge. 

The  draw  shall  open  on  signal  from 
5  a.m.  to  9  p.m.  From  9  p.m.  to  5  a.m., 


the  draw  shall  open  on  signal  if  at  least 
6  hours  notice  is  given  to  the  Mainte¬ 
nance  Construction  Supervisor  or  the 
Maintenance  Foreman,  Port  Arthur, 
Texas. 

(Sec.  5.  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g)  (2) , 
80  Stat.  937;  33  US.O.  499,  49  UB.C.  1665(g) 
(2)  ;  49  CFR  1.46(C)  (5),  33  CFR  1.06-1  (c)  (4)). 

Dated:  June  15,  1976. 

A.  F.  Fugaro, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  En¬ 
vironment  and  Systems. 

|FR  Doc.76-18084  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


[  33  CFR  Part  117  ] 

(CGD  76-111) 

CLEAR  CREEK,  TEXAS 

Proposed  Drawbridge  Operation 
Regulations 

At  the  request  of  Texas  Department  of 
Highways,  the  Coast  Guard  is  consider¬ 
ing  revising  the  regulations  for  the  State 
Highway  146  drawbridge  across  Clear 
Creek,  mile  1.0,  to  require  that  on  Satur¬ 
days,  Sundays,  and  holidays,  from 
Memorial  Day  through  Labor  Day,  from 
8  a.m.  to  8  p.m.,  the  draw  need  open  only 
every  other  10  minutes  if  any  vessels  are 
waiting  to  pass.  This  change  is  being 
considered  in  order  to  relieve  congestions 
of  marine  and  vehicular  traffic. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the 
Commander  (oan) ,  Eighth  Coast  Guard 
District,  Hale  Boggs  Federal  Building, 
500  Camp  Street,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana 
70130.  Each  person  submitting  comments 
should  include  his  name  and  address, 
identify  the  bridge,  and  give  reasons  for 
any  recommended  change  in  the  pro¬ 
posal.  Copies  of  all  written  communica¬ 
tions  received  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
office  of  the  Commander,  Eighth  Coast 
Guard  District. 

The  Commander,  Eighth  Coast  Guard 
District,  will  forward  any  comments  re¬ 
ceived  before  July  30,  1976,  with  his 
recommendations  to  the  Chief  Office  of 
Marine  Environment  and  Systems,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  Headquarters,  Washington, 
D.C.,  who  will  evaluate  all  communica¬ 
tions  received  and  take  final  action  on 
this  proposal.  The  proposed  regulations 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  that  Part  117  of  Title  33  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  be  amended 
by  adding  a  new  8  117.552  immediately 
after  §  117.550  to  read  as  follows: 

§  117.552  Clear  Creek,  Texas,  S— 146 
bridge. 

The  draw  shall  open  on  signal,  except 
that  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  holi¬ 
days,  from  Memorial  Day  through  Labor 
Day,  from  8  a.m.  to  8  p.m.,  the  draw  need 
open  only  every  other  10  minutes  if  any 
vessels  are  waiting  to  pass. 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  862,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g)  (2), 
80  Stat.  937;  38  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C.  1686 


Table  V. — Allowances  for  defects  in  Zante  currant  raisins 


Defects 


U.S.  Grade  A 


U.S.  Grade  B 


Pieces  of  stem . 

Seeds  (In  seeded  style). 


Caps  terns— Zantes  with  caps  terns  and  loose  capstems  (include  one 
Zante  with  each  loose  capstem). 

Sugared . . . -- . --- . 

Discolored,  damaged,  or  moldy . , . 

Provided  these  limits  are  not  exceeded: 

Damaged....... - - - - - - - — — 

Moldy . 

Substandard  and  undeveloped . - . . 


Maximum  count 

1  per  24  ox . . 1  per  16  ox. 

12  per  16  ox . . .  15  per  16  ox. 

Maximum  (percent  by  weight) 

1H  2 


5  10 

6  7 

2  3 

3  4 

2  5 

Appearance  or  edibility  of  product 


Slightly  dlsclored  or  damage  by  fermentation  or  any  other  defect  May  be  affected . May  not  be  more  than 

pot  described  above.  slightly  affected. 

Grit  sand  or  silt  . None  of  any  consequence  may  be  present  that 

’  affects  the  appearance  or  edibility  of  the 

product. 
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(g)(2);  49  CFR  1.48(c)(5),  33  CFB  1.05- 

1(C)(4)). 

Dated:  June  17, 1971. 

A.  F.  Fug abo. 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  En¬ 
vironment  and  Systems. 

|FR  Doc.76-18369  Filed  6-23-76,8:45  am] 


[  33  CFR  Part  183  ] 

[COD  74-286] 

BOATS  AND  ASSOCIATED  EQUIPMENT 

Capacity  and  Safe  Loading  Requirements 

for  Low  and  Non-powered  Boat  Capacity 

The  Coast  Guard  is  considering  issu¬ 
ing  an  amendment  to  the  safe  loading 
standard  in  §§  183.37  and  183.43  which 
establish  a  revised  method  for  determin¬ 
ing  maximum  weight  capacity,  delete  the 
stability  test  for  determining  maximum 
persons  capacity  and  establish  a  new 
formula  for  calculating  maximum  ver¬ 
sons  capacity  for  boats  rated  for  manual 
propulsion  and  boats  rated  for  motors  of 
2  horsepower  or  less. 

Rowing  boats,  pirogues,  dories,  skiffs 
and  other  boats  of  historical  or  unique 
design  as  well  as  small  dinghies  and  “car 
toppers”  are  subject  to  the  present  safe 
loading  regulations  in  §§  183.35,  183.37, 
183.41,  and  183.43.  During  the  comment 
period  following  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  for  these  regulations  the 
Coast  Guard  received  two  comments 
which  objected  to  application  of  the  load¬ 
ing  standard  to  the  boats  mentioned 
above.  The  commenters  claimed  that  the 
weight  capacities  allowed  by  these  reg¬ 
ulations  are  unrealistically  low  and  are 
lower  than  the  capacities  which  have 
been  safely  carried  by  these  boats  during 
many  years  of  successful  usage.  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  those  comments  the  Coast 
Guard  stated  in  the  preamble  to  the  final 
rule  (37  FR  15781)  that  it  would 
“  *  *  *  consider  further  the  stability  and 
safety  characteristics  of  these  types  of 
boats  during  the  period  in  which  warning 
label  display  is  authorized.”  The  warn¬ 
ing  label  referred  to  was  authorized  by 
paragraph  S  183.23(b).  Boats  built  prior 
to  August  1,  1973  were  permitted  to  dis¬ 
play  a  maximum  persons  capacity  greater 
than  that  determined  in  §S  183.39 
through  183.43,  if  the  maximum  persons 
capacity  displayed  did  not  exceed  the 
maximum  weight  capacity  and  the  boat 
displayed  at  least  2  stability  warning 
labels. 

It  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Coast  Guard 
to  impose  excessive  capacity  restrictions 
that  Impairs  the  use  of  these  boats  for 
ferrying  passengers  or  transporting  gear 
and  equipment  from  a  dock  to  a  larger 
boat.  Since  publication  of  the  present 
safe  loading  regulations,  the  Coast  Guard 
has  conducted  and  documented  live  load 
tests  on  these  types  of  boats.  In  addition, 
there  has  been  constructive  input  from 
the  manufacturers  of  these  types  of  boats. 
From  the  data  obtained,  the  Coast  Guard 
has  determined  that  these  boats  can  safe¬ 
ly  accommodate  a  higher  weight  and  per¬ 


sons  capacity  than  allowed  by  the  pres¬ 
ent  standard. 

During  this  research  the  Coast  Guard 
has  learned  the  following  reasons  which 
support  a  conclusion  that  these  boats  can 
safely  accommodate  a  higher  capacity 
than  is  presently  allowed: 

(1)  When  these  boats  are  propelled  by 
oars,  paddles,  or  motors  of  two  horse¬ 
power  or  less,  they  move  through  the 
water  in  a  displacement  mode  rather 
than  planing  on  the  surface  of  the  water. 

(2)  The  maximum  speed  obtainable 
with  motors  of  2  horsepower  or  less  on 
these  types  of  boats  which  were  tested 
by  the  Coast  Guard  was  less  than  6  miles 
per  hour.  These  boats  moved  at  a  much 
slower  rate  when  propelled  by  oars  or 
paddles. 

(3)  When  these  boats  are  moving  at 
speeds  of  less  than  6  miles  per  hour  they 
do  not  build  up  a  dangerous  wave  train, 
nor  do  they  encounter  large  hydrody¬ 
namic  forces  when  maneuvering.  The 
lack  of  a  dangerous  wave  train  reduces 
the  probability  of  a  following  wave  com¬ 
ing  over  the  transom.  The  absence  of 
large  hydrodynamic  forces  when  maneu¬ 
vering  eliminates  excessive  banking,  por¬ 
poising,  tripping  to  the  outboard  side 
of  a  turn,  sliding  or  shifting  of  hydro- 
dynamic  forces  which  might  otherwise 
cause  the  passengers  to  be  thrown  from 
the  boat  or  to  shift  their  weight  and 
thereby  cause  a  capsize. 

The  Coast  Guard  first  considered  ex¬ 
cepting  these  boats  from  all  of  the  safe 
loading  requirements.  This  approach  was 
rejected  because  there  are  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  boats  of  this  type  and  they  are 
often  used  by  novices  who  would  other¬ 
wise  be  unaware  of  the  safe  load  capacity 
of  the  boats,  and  there  are  a  significant 
number  of  accidents  and  fatalities  in¬ 
volving  rowboats  and  low  powered  boats. 

A  second  alternative  considered  by  the 
Coast  Guard  was  to  adopt  the  present 
industry  standard  for  canoes  to  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  boats  that  are  manually  pro¬ 
pelled  or  that  are  rated  for  2  horsepower 
or  less.  The  industry  standard  for  canoes 
permits  a  maximum  weight  capacity 
which  is  double  the  capacity  obtained  for 
the  same  boat  using  the  procedures  re¬ 
quired  by  §  183.37.  The  industry  stand¬ 
ard  for  canoes  does  not  require  a  stabil¬ 
ity  test  for  persons  capacity  as  is  re¬ 
quired  by  §  183.43.  The  Coast  Guard  re¬ 
jected  this  approach  because  the  re¬ 
search  and  testing  of  boats  described 
above  indicated  that  such  levels  of  maxi¬ 
mum  weight  capacity  would  be  excessive. 

This  proposed  safe  loading  regulations 
allows  a  50  percent  increase  in  maximum 
weight  capacity  over  the  amount  per¬ 
mitted  by  5  183.37.  However,  each  boat 
using  the  calculation  method  for  maxi¬ 
mum  weight  capacity  in  this  proposal 
will  be  required  to  have  at  least  eight 
inches  of  freeboard  when  loaded  to  its 
maximum  weight  capacity.  Under  this 
limitation,  boats  that  have  a  full  depth 
of  10  to  12  inches  may  in  some  cases  not 
be  able  to  take  advantage  of  the  entire 
50  percent  Increase  in  maximum  weight 
capacity;  boats  with  greater  depth  on 
the  other  hand,  may  be  able  to  use  the 
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full  increase  in  maximum  weight  capac¬ 
ity  allowed  by  this  proposal. 

The  requirement  of  an  eight  inch  free¬ 
board  is  necessary  to  prevent  accidental 
swamping.  Various  boats  of  this  type 
were  loaded  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations,  tested,  and  evaluated 
in  calm  water  by  a  group  of  boating  ex¬ 
perts  and  members  of  the  National  Boat¬ 
ing  Safety  Advisory  Council.  From  these 
tests  the  Coast  Guard  concluded  that  an 
eight  inch  freeboard  provides  a  reason¬ 
able  and  safe  standard  for  maximum 
weight  capacity. 

The  maximum  persons  capacity  al¬ 
lowed  by  the  proposed  amendment  for 
boats  rated  for  manual  propulsion  is  90 
percent  of  the  maximum  weight  capac¬ 
ity.  The  10  percent  reduction  from  the 
maximum  weight  capacity  allows  for 
miscellaneous  gear  that  may  be  carried 
on  the  boat,  such  as  fishing  tackle  and 
life  jackets.  If  the  boat  is  rated  for  two 
horsepower  or  less  the  regulation  re¬ 
quires  that  an  additional  25  pounds, 
which  represents  motor  weight,  must  be 
deducted  from  the  maximum  weight 
capacity. 

The  stability  test  for  determining  per¬ 
sons  capacity  required  by  5  183.43  of  the 
present  regulations  is  not  required  by 
this  amendment  because  Coast  Guard  re¬ 
search  indicates  that  passengers  in  these 
types  of  boats  tend  to  compensate  for  the 
boat's  instability  by  avoiding  sudden 
movement  and  by  sitting  near  the  cen¬ 
terline  rather  than  moving  about. 

The  capacity  plate  required  for  this 
category  of  boats  in  §  183.25(b)(3)  and 
(b)  (4)  will  allow  the  boats  to  be  rated 
for  either  manual  propulsion  or  2  horse¬ 
power  or  less.  The  capacity  plate  must 
also  display  the  maximum  weight  capac¬ 
ity  and  the  maximum  persons  capacity 
in  pounds. 

The  Boating  Safety  Advisory  Council 
has  been  consulted  and  its  opinions  and 
advice  have  been  considered  in  the  for¬ 
mulation  of  this  proposed  amendment. 
The  transcript  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
meetings  of  the  Boating  Safety  Advisory 
Council  at  which  this  amendment  was 
discussed  is  available  for  examination  in 
Room  4308,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Head¬ 
quarters,  Trans  Point  Building,  2100 
Second  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
The  minutes  of  the  meeting  are  available 
from  the  Executive  Director,  Boating 
Safety  Advisory  Council,  c/o  Comman¬ 
dant  (G-BA/62),  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

Any  interested  person  may  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  on 
these  proposed  regulations  to  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  (G-CMC/81),  Room  8117,  400 
Seventh  Street.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  All  communications  received  be¬ 
fore  August  24,  1976,  will  be  considered 
before  final  action  is  taken  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations.  Each  person  submit¬ 
ting  comments  should  include  his  name 
and  address,  identify  this  notice  (CGD 
74-286)  and  give  reasons  and  supporting 
data  for  any  recommendations.  All  com¬ 
ments  wifi  be  available  for  examination 
in  room  8117. 
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No  public  hearing  will  be  held  on  this 
proposed  amendment.  However,  any  per¬ 
son  who  wishes  to  present  his  views  and 
arguments  orally  and  informally  before 
a  Coast  Guard  official  at  Coast  Guard 
Headquarters,  may  arrange  to  do  so  by 
writing  to  the  same  address  to  which 
written  comments  are  sent.  The  request 
should  Include  the  person’s  name,  ad¬ 
dress,  telephone  number,  a  reference  to 
this  notice  (CGD  74-286),  and  the  time 
and  date  when  he  wishes  to  present  his 
views. 

These  regulations  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  the  Federal  Boat  Safety 
Act  of  1971  (Secs.  5,  7,  and  39,  46  U.S.C. 
1451,  1454,  1456,  1488).  The  authority 
and  responsibilities  vested  in  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  by  this  Act  were  delegated  to  the 
Commandant  of  the  Coast  Guard  on 
October  5,  1971,  (49  CFR  1.46(o)  (1) ). 

If  the  proposed  amendment  is  adopted 
its  effective  date  will  be  6  months  after 
publication  of  the  final  rule  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  and  manufacturers  will 
be  allowed,  at  their  option,  to  utilize 
these  alternative  regulations  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  the  final  rule,  but  before  its 
effective  date. . 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Coast  Guard  proposes  to  amend  Part  183 
of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  §  183.25  by  revising 
the  introductory  text  of  paragraph  (b) 

(2)  and  by  adding  new  paragraphs  (b) 

(3)  and  (b)(4)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  183.25  Display  of  markings. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  * 

(2)  For  inboard  boats  and  inboard 
outdrive  boats: 

•  *  •  •  • 

(3)  For  boats  rated  for  motors  of  two 
horsepower  or  less: 

VS.  Coast  Guard  Capacity  Information 


Maximum  horsepower _ XXX 

Maximum  persons  capacity  (pounds)  _  XXX 
Maximum  weight  capacity  (persons, 
motor  and  gear)  (pounds) _ XXX 


(4)  For  boats  rated  for  manual  pro¬ 
pulsion: 

U.S.  Coast  Guard  Capacity  Information 
This  boat  rated  for  manual  propulsion. 

Maximum  persons  capacity  (pounds)  _  XXX 
Maximum  weight  capacity  (persons, 

and  gear)  (pounds) _ XXX 

2.  By  amending  §  183.37  by  revising 
the  heading  and  paragraph  (a)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  183.37  Maximum  weight  capacity: 
Boats  rated  for  manual  propulsion 
or  two  horsepower  or  less. 

(a)  The  maximum  weight  capacity 
marked  on  a  boat  that  is  rated  for  man¬ 
ual  propulsion  or  for  motors  of  two 
horsepower  or  less  must  not  exceed: 

(1)  of  the  difference  between  the 
boat’s  maximum  displacement  and  the 
boat’s  weight  in  pounds,  or 


(2)  The  amount  of  weight  In  pounds 
that  the  boat  can  hold  with  an  eight  Inch 
freeboard,  whichever  is  less. 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  By  revising  the  heading  and  text 
of  §  183.43  to  read  as  follows: 

§  183.43  Persons  capacity:  Boats  rated 
for  manual  propulsion  and  boats 
rated  for  motors  of  two  horsepower 
or  less. 

The  persons  capacity  marked  on  a 
boat  that  is  rated  for  manual  propulsion 
or  for  motors  of  two  horsepower  or  less 
must  not  exceed — 

(a)  For  boats  rated  for  manual  pro¬ 
pulsion,  90  percent  of  the  maximum 
weight  capacity  in  pounds;  and 

(b)  For  boats  rated  for  motors  of  two 

horsepower  or  less,  90  percent  of  the 
maximum  weight  capacity  in  pounds,  less 
25  pounds.  * — 

Dated:  June  21, 1976. 

D.  F.  Lauth, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Boating  Safe¬ 
ty. 

IFR  Doc.76-18372  Filed  6-23-76; 8: 45  am) 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-CE-9] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
alter  the  transition  area  at  Aurora, 
Nebraska. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Central  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Federal  Building,  601  East 
12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
July  26,  1976,  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  public  hearing  is  contemplated 
at  this  time,  but  arrangements  for  in¬ 
formal  conferences  with  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

Any  data,  views  or  arguments  pre¬ 
sented  during  such  conferences  must  also 
be  submitted  in  writing  in  accordance 
„  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become  part 
of  the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  Federal 
Building,  601  East  12th  Street.  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64106. 


Since  designation  of  controlled  air¬ 
space  at  Aurora,  Nebraska,  a  new  public 
use  Instrument  approach  procedure  is 
being  established  for  the  Aurora  Munic¬ 
ipal  Airport  predicated  on  a  non -direc¬ 
tional  beacon  to  be  located  on  the  airport. 
Accordingly,  it  is  necessary  to  alter  the 
Aurora  700-foot  transition  area  to  ade¬ 
quately  protect  aircraft  executing  this 
new  approach  procedure. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  §  71.181  (41  FR  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Aurora,  Nebraska 

.That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5  mile  radius 
of  Aurora  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
40°63'34"N,  Longitude  97*59'37"W)  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  110*  radial 
of  the  Grand  Island  VOR,  extending  from 
the  5  mile  radius  to  7  miles  west  of  the  air¬ 
port,  excluding  that  portion  which  overlies 
the  Grand  Island,  Nebraska,  transition  area 
and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  358° 
bearing  from  the  Aurora,  Nebraska,  NDB 
extending  from  the  5  mile  radius  to  8.5  miles 
north  of  the  airport. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.8.C.  1348);  and  sec.  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
June  4, 1976. 

John  R.  Walls, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

|FR  Doc.76-18309  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-32] 

VOR  AIRWAYS 

Proposed  Alteration  and  Extension 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  realign  and  extend  Fed¬ 
eral  Airways  V-3,  V-37  and  V-51  and 
lower  the  airway  floor  of  V-437  between 
Jetty  Intersection,  Fla.,  and  Starfish  In¬ 
tersection,  Ga.,  all  in  the  vicinity  of  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Southern  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  July  26,  1976  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
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Docket,  AGrC-24,  800  Independence  Av¬ 
enue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An 
Informal  docket  also  will  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Request  for 
copies  of  this  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  should  be  addressed  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Infor¬ 
mation  Center,  APA-230,  800  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591. 

As  part  of  this  proposal  relates  to  the 
navigable  airspace  outside  the  United 
States,  this  notice  is  submitted  in  con¬ 
sonance  with  the  ICAO  International 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  International  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Recommended  Practices  by  the 
Air  Traffic  Services,  FAA,  in  areas  out¬ 
side  domestic  airspace  of  the  United 
States  is  governed  by  Article  12  of  and 
Annex  11  to  the  Convention  on  Interna¬ 
tional  Civil  Aviation,  which  pertain  to 
the  establishment  of  air  navigation  fa¬ 
cilities  and  services  necessary  to  promot¬ 
ing  the  safe,  orderly,  and  expeditious 
flow  of  civil  air  traffic.  Their  purpose  is  to 
insure  that  civil  flying  on  international 
air  routes  is  carried  out  under  uniform 
conditions  designed  to  improve  the  safety 
and  efficiency  of  air  operations. 

The  International  Standards  and  Rec¬ 
ommended  Practices  in  Annex  11  apply 
in  those  parts  of  the  airspace  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  a  contracting  state,  de¬ 
rived  fom  ICAO,  wherein  air  traffic  serv¬ 
ices  are  provided  and  also  whenever  a 
contracting  state  accepts  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  of  providing  air  traffic  services  over 
high  seas  or  in  airspace  of  undetermined 
sovereignty.  A  contracting  state  accept¬ 
ing  such  responsibility  may  apply  the  In¬ 
ternational  Standards  and  Recom¬ 
mended  Practices  to  civil  aircraft  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  that  adopted  for 
airspace  under  its  domestic  jurisdiction. 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avia¬ 
tion,  Chicago,  1944,  state  aircraft  are  ex¬ 
empt  from  the  provisions  of  Annex  11  and 
its  Standards  and  Recommended  Prac¬ 
tices.  As  a  contracting  state,  the  United 
States  agreed  by  Article  3(d)  that  its 
state  aircraft  will  be  operated  in  inter¬ 
national  airspace  with  due  regard  for  the 
safety  of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part,  the 
designation  of  navigable  airspace  outside 
the  United  States,  the  Administrator  has 
consulted  with  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
10854. 

The  proposed  amendment  would : 

1.  Realign  V-3  between  Ormond  Beach, 
Fla.,  VORTAC  and  the  Brunswick,  Oa., 
VORTAC  via  the  Brunswick,  Ga..  VORTAC 
176°T(176*M)  radial  and  the  Ormond  Beach, 
Fla.,  VORTAC  344*T(344°M)  radial. 

2.  Realign  V-51  between  Ormond  Beach, 
Fla.  VORTAC  and  the  Jacksonville,  Fla., 
VORTAC  via  the  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  VORTAC 
165*T(165°M)  radial  and  the  Ormond  Beach, 
Fla.,  VORTAC  344*T(844*M)  radial. 

3.  Extend  V— 37  from  Savannah,  Ga., 
VORTAC  to  the  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  VORTAC 
via  the  existing  V-3  radial*. 


4.  Lower  the  airway  floor  of  V-437  between 
Jetty  Intersection,  Fla.,  and  Starfish  Inter¬ 
section,  Ga.,  to  provide  for  a  corresponding 
decrease  In  the  minimum  en  route  altitude. 

At  the  present  time,  air  traffic  control 
has  to  assign  off  route  radar  vectors  to 
enroute  flights  transiting  the  Jackson¬ 
ville  area.  This  is  necessary  in  order  to 
provide  adequate  departure  and  arrival 
proflies  to  terminal  flights  at  Jackson¬ 
ville  International  Airport.  This  recon¬ 
figuration  of  airways  will  provide  a  more 
orderly  flow  of  air  traffic  in  and  around 
the  Jacksonville  area. 

(Sec.  307(a),  1110  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1510); 
Executive  Order  10854  (24  FR  9565) ;  sec.  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c))). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
June  15,  1976. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

|  FR  Doc.76-18041  Filed  6-23-76; 8:45  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[  29  CFR  Part  1910] 

(Docket  No.  OSH-371 

PROPOSED  STANDARD  FOR  EXPOSURE 
TO  INORGANIC  ARSENIC 

Notice  of  Informal  Public  Hearing;  Cer¬ 
tification  of  Inflation  Impact  and  Receipt 
of  New  Evidence 

•  Purpose :  The  purposes  of  this  notice 
are  to  certify  that  the  potential  infla¬ 
tionary  impact  of  the  proposed  standard 
for  occupational  exposure  to  inorganic 
arsenic  has  been  examined,  to  announce 
the  availability  of  the  technological  feasi¬ 
bility  and  inflation  impact  statement  for 
public  inspection  and  copying,  and  to 
schedule  an  informal  public  hearing  date 
for  receipt  of  oral  testimony  on  the  in¬ 
flation  impact  statement  and  the  new 
evidence  cited  below.  The  procedures  re¬ 
lating  to  the  potential  inflationary  im¬ 
pact  of  the  proposal  have  been  concurred 
in  by  the  Council  on  Wage  and  Price 
Stability  in  accordance  with  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Circular  No. 
A-107  (January  28,  1975) ,  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  Executive  Order  11821.  • 
Background:  On  January  21,  1975, 
notice  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (40  FR  3392) ,  of  a  proposed  stand¬ 
ard  for  inorganic  arsenic  pursuant  to  the 
authority  in  sections  6(b)  and  8(c)  of 
the  Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Act 
of  1970  (84  Stat.  1593,  1599;  29  U.S.C. 
655,  657) ,  Secretary  of  Labor’s  Order  No. 
12-71  (36  FR  8754),  and  29  CFR  Part 
1911. 

In  accordance  with  that  notice,  an  in¬ 
formal  public  hearing  was  held  under 
section  6(b)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
Part  1911,  on  April  8,  9,  10,  11, 14, 15  and 
16,  1976.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  hear¬ 
ing,  the  presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  set  May  15  1975,  as  the  final  date 
for  submitting  written  post-hearing  com¬ 
ments  containing  additional  evidence. 


and  June  13,  1975,  as  the  final  date  for 
the  submission  of  post-hearing  state¬ 
ments  of  position  and  analysis. 

At  the  request  of  one  of  the  hearing 
participants,  OSHA  extended  the  period 
for  filing  post-hearing  evidence  until 
June  13,  1975,  and  the  period  for  filing 
statements  of  position  and  analysis  until 
July  8,  1975,  by  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  19,  1975  (40 
FR  21736). 

New  Evidence:  Since  the  end  of  the 
hearing,  important  new  evidence  has 
been  received  and  we  have  placed  the  fol¬ 
lowing  documents  in  the  record  of  this 
proceeding : 

1.  A  memorandum  from  NIOSH,  dated 
July  11,  1975,  concerning  the  conversion 
of  fiber  counts  to  an  estimate  by  weight 

(/ug/ms) . 

2.  A  study  by  Robert  S.  Braman  and 
Craig  C.  Foreback,  entitled  “Methylated 
Forms  of  arsenic  in  the  Environment,” 
published  in  Science,  vol.  182,  pages  1247- 
1249,  December  2,  1973  (reprint)  and  a 
letter  from  Dr.  Braman,  dated  June  27, 
1975,  discussing  the  method  described 
in  the  study  for  separating,  by  analysis, 
trivalent  and  pentavalent  arsenic. 

3.  Individual  worker  data  used  in  the 
correlation  of  urinary  arsenic  excretion 
to  airborne  arsenic  concentration  from 
ASARCO,  dated  July  28,  1975,  submitted 
at  the  request  of  OSHA’s  Office  of  Stand¬ 
ards  Development. 

4.  A  submission  by  K.  W.  Nelson,  Vice 
President  for  Environmental  Affairs  of 
ASARCO,  dated  August  15,  1975,  in¬ 
cluding: 

a.  A  study  by  William  J.  Blot  and  Jo¬ 
seph  F.  Fraumeni,  Jr.,  entitled  “Arseni¬ 
cal  Air  Pollution  and  Lung  Cancer,”  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Lancet,  vol.  2,  pages  142-144, 
July  26,  1975.  The  preliminary  results  of 
their  study  were  presented  by  Dr.  Frau¬ 
meni  at  the  rulemaking  hearing ; 

b.  A  report  of  the  typical  spectro- 
graphic  analysis  of  copper  concentrates 
received  and  processed  by  ASARCO 's 
Tacoma,  Washington  Smelter;  and 

c.  A  study  by  Norifusa  Iwatake  and 
Kazuya  Horuichi,  entitled  “Concerning 
the  Upper  Limits  of  Arsenic  in  Blood, 
Urine  and  Feces  Among  Normal  Japa¬ 
nese  Population,”  published  in  Osaka 
City  Medical  Journal,  Vol.  5,  pages  209- 
217, (1959). 

5.  A  statement  submitted  by  Bruce 
Held,  of  Lawrence  Livermore  Labora¬ 
tory,  dated  September  12,  1975,  sup¬ 
plementing  testimony  given  during  the 
inorganic  arsenic  rulemaking  hearing. 
(Mr.  Held  testified  at  the  hearing  as  an 
expert  witness  for  OSHA). 

6.  A  study  by  R.  C.  Lao.  S.  Thomas, 
T.  Teichman  and  L.  DuBois,  entitled 
“Efficiency  of  Collection  of  Arsenic  Tri¬ 
oxide  in  High  Volume  Sampling”,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Science  of  the  Total  En¬ 
vironment,  vol.  2,  pages  373-379,  (1974). 

7.  A  statement  dated  September  17, 
1975,  from  the  Puget  Sound  Air  Pollution 
Control  Agency,  Seattle,  Washington, 
entitled,  “Arsenic  Penetration  of  Hi-Vol 
Filters  Near  the  Tacoma  Smelter”, 
which  uses  data  from  Source  No.  75-13 
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ASARCO  Meteorological  Station  and  No. 
75-14  ASARCO  Parking  Lot 

8.  A  report  dated  March  19,  1976  (as 
corrected  on  April  15,  1976)  from  the 
Puget  Sound  Air  Pollution  Control 
Agency,  Seattle,  Washington,  entitled, 
“Ambient  Air  Sampling  for  Total  Ar¬ 
senic  Near  the  Tacoma  Copper  Smelter”, 
by  J.  W.  Roberts,  R.  D.  Pollock,  M.  J. 
Syoboda,  and  H.  A.  Walters. 

9.  Letters  dated  December  18, 1975  and 
December  19,  1975  and  submissions  from 
the  Monsanto  Company  regarding  the 
signs  and  labels  section  of  the  proposed 
rule. 

10.  A  report  by  the  U.S.  Department 
of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Mines  dated 
September  19,  1975,  entitled,  “Impact  on 
U.S.  Mineral  Resources,  Position  of 
OSHA  Proposed  Standard:  A  Report  to 
the  Secretary,”. 

11.  A  letter  dated  December  3,  1975 
from  Phillip  E.  Enterline,  Professor  of 
Bketatics,  University  of  Pittsburgh,  re¬ 
garding  evidence  of  a  threshold. 

12.  A  letter  from  OSHA  to  NIOSH 
dated  March  12,  1976,  and  a  response 
from  NIOSH  dated  May  11,  1976  con¬ 
cerning  a  sampling  and  analytic  method 
for  Inorganic  arsenic. 

Economic  and  Inflation  Impact:  OSHA 
has  made  a  determination  that  the  eco¬ 
nomic  and  inflation  Impact  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  inorganic  arsenic  standard  should 
be  considered  in  this  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Accordingly,  notice  is  also  being 
given  that  OSHA  has  prepared  an  infla¬ 
tion  impact  statement  and  technological 
feasibility  analysis  for  the  proposed 
standard  and  has  evaluated  the  economic 
and  inflationary  impacts  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  6(b)  of  the  Act  and  in  accordance 
with  Secretary  of  Labor’s  Order  15-75 
(40  PR  54484)  and  the  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  Circular  A-107-  (Janu¬ 
ary  28,  1975) ,  issued  pursuant  to  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821  (39  FR  41501) ,  Novem¬ 
ber  27,  1974. 

Information,  data,  and  comments  are 
Invited  concerning  the  following: 

(1)  Cost  Impact  on  consumers,  busi¬ 
nesses,  markets,  or  Federal,  State  or  local 
government: 

(2)  Effect  on  productivity  of  wage 
earners,  businesses  or  government; 

(3)  Effect  on  competition; 

(4)  Effect  on  supplies  of  important 
materials,  products  or  services; 

(5)  Effect  on  employment;  and 

(6)  Effect  on  energy  supply  or  de¬ 
mand. 

In  addition,  comments  are  also  invited 
on  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the 
proposed  standard. 

Availability:  The  Inflation  impact 
statement  and  the  new  evidence  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  with  the  Docket  Officer,  Docket  No. 
OSH-37  at  the  Technical  Data  Center, 
New  Department  of  Labor  Building, 
Room  N3620,  Third  Street  and  Consti¬ 
tution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210  (Telephone:  202-523-8076). 

Public  Participation:  Interested  per¬ 
sons  are  invited  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  and  arguments  with  respect  to  the 


Issues  raised  in  the  inflation  Impact 
statement  on  the  proposal  and  the  new 
record  evidence.  Such  comments  must  be 
postmarked  on  or  before  July  23,  1976. 
All  written  comments  must  be  submitted 
in  quadruplicate  to  the  Docket  Officer, 
Docket  No.  OSH-37  at  the  address  given 
above.  Written  submissions  must  clearly 
identify  the  portion  of  the  inflation  im¬ 
pact  statement  addressed  or  the  portion 
of  the  new  evidence  addressed  and  the 
position  taken  with  respect  to  each  such 
analysis,  discussion  or  new  evidence. 

An  opportunity  to  submit  oral  testi¬ 
mony  concerning  the  issues  raised  in  the 
inflation  impact  statement  on  the  pro¬ 
posal  and  the  new  evidence  is  being  pro¬ 
vided  at  an  informal  public  hearing 
scheduled  to  begin  at  9:30  am.  on  Au¬ 
gust  24,  1976,  in  the  Departmental  Audi¬ 
torium,  Conference  Room  B,  Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue  between  12th  and  14th 
Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

It  is  not  the  agency’s  intention  to  per¬ 
mit  the  reopening  of  issues  covered  in 
the  first  portion  of  the  rulemaking  hear¬ 
ing.  Rather,  it  is  anticipated  that  this 
portion  of  the  hearing  will  provide  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  the  presentation  of  new 
data,  views,  arguments  and  information 
concerning  the  economic  and  inflation 
impact  of  the  proposal  and  the  new  evi¬ 
dence.  The  agency,  therefore,  requests 
that  all  participants  limit  their  discus¬ 
sion  and  questioning  to  new  data  and 
information  and  that  repetitive  or  re¬ 
dundant  testimony  not  be  offered. 

Persons  desiring  to  appear  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  must  submit  a  notice  of  intention  to 
appear  postmarked  on  or  before  July  23. 
1976,  to  the  OSHA  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Office,  Docket  No.  OSH-37,  Room 
N-3633,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Third 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210  (Telephone: 
202-523-8024) .  The  notices  of  intent  to 
appear,  which  will  be  available  for  in¬ 
spection  and  copying  in  the  Office  of 
Committee  Management,  must  contain 
the  following  information: 

(1)  The  name  and  address  of  the  per- 
son(s)  to  appear; 

(2)  The  capacity  in  which  the  per¬ 
son^)  will  appear; 

(3)  The  approximate  amount  of  time 
required  for  the  presentation; 

(4)  The  specific  Issues  In  the  inflation 
impact  statement  that  will  be  addressed; 
and  the  issues  relating  to  the  new  evi¬ 
dence  that  will  be  addressed; 

(5)  A  detailed  statement  of  the  posi¬ 
tion  that  will  be  taken  with  respect  to 
each  portion  of  the  new  evidence  and 
the  potential  inflation  impact  of  the  pro¬ 
posal,  and  the  inflation  Impact  state¬ 
ment;  and 

(6)  A  detailed  statement  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  which  will  be  presented  at  the 
hearing. 

All  submissions  received,  Including 
data,  views  and  arguments  and  notices 
of  intent  to  appear,  will  be  made  a  part 
of  the  record  of  this  proceeding. 

OSHA  has  determined  tha  strict  en- 


for  an  expeditious  and  orderly  proceed¬ 
ing.  Therefore,  the  notices  of  intent  to 
appear  will  be  scrutinized  closely  for  suf¬ 
ficiently  detailed  information  concerning 
the  position  to  be  taken  with  regard  to 
the  issues  specified  and  the  evidence  to 
be  adduced  in  support  of  the  position. 
Persons  filing  notices  of  Intent  to  appear 
which  are  not  sufficiently  detailed  will  be 
so  informed  and  given  seven  (7)  days 
from  the  date  they  are  so  informed  to 
file  a  proper  notice  of  intent  to  appear. 
In  addition,  the  amount  of  time  requested 
for  each  presentation  will  be  reviewed 
in  light  of  the  contents  of  the  notice  to 
appear.  In  those  cases  where  the  infor¬ 
mation  contained  in  the  notice  of  inten¬ 
tion  to  appear  does  not  seem  to  warrant 
the  amount  of  time  requested,  the  par¬ 
ticipant  will  be  allocated  a  more  appro¬ 
priate  amount  of  time  and  notified  of 
this  fact.  The  participant  will  have  seven 

(7)  days  from  the  date  on  which  he  is  so 
informed  to  demonstrate  why  the  allo¬ 
cated  time  is  inappropriate. 

The  hearing  will  commence  at  9:30 
a.m.  with  the  resolution  of  any  other 
procedural  matters  relating  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  The  hearing  will  be  conducted 
and  the  decisions  made,  in  accordance 
with  29  CFR  Part  1911. 

The  oral  proceedings  will  be  reported 
verbatim  and  a  transcript  will  be  made 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  by 
interested  persons.  Prepared  statements 
and  documents  that  are  intended  to  be 
submitted  for  the  record  at  the  hearing 
shall  be  submitted  in  quadruplicate  at 
least  48  hours  before  such  testimony  is 
presented. 

The  Administrative  Law  Judge,  who 
will  be  designated  to  preside  at  the  hear¬ 
ing,  shall  have  all  the  powers  necessary 
or  appropriate  to  conduct  a  fair  and  full 
informal  hearing  including  the  powers: 

(1)  To  regulate  the  course  of  the 
proceedings: 

(2)  To  dispose  of  procedural  requests, 
objections,  and  comparable  matters; 

(3)  To  confine  the  presentations  to 
matters  pertinent  to  the  potential  infla¬ 
tion  impact  of  the  proposal  and  the  new 
evidence; 

(4)  To  regulate  the  conduct  of  those 
present  at  the  hearing  by  appropriate 
means; 

(5)  In  his  discretion,  to  question  and 
permit  questioning  of  any  witness;  and 

(6)  In  his  discretion,  to  keep  the  rec¬ 
ord  open  for  a  reasonable,  stated  time 
to  receive  written  information  and  addi¬ 
tional  data,  views,  and  arguments  from 
any  person  who  has  participated  in  the 
oral  proceedings. 

Following  the  close  of  the  hearing,  the 
presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
shall  certify  the  record  thereof  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor.  The  pro¬ 
posal  will  be  reviewed  in  light  of  all 
oral  and  written  submissions  received 
as  part  of  the  record  in  the  entire  rule- 
making  proceeding  and  this  hearing, 
and  appropriate  action  will  be  taken. 

t(Secs.  6,  8.  84  Stat.  1683,  1699  (29  U.S.C. 
4155.  867);  29  CTO  Part  1911;  8ereetary  of 


forcement  of  its  procedural  rules  con¬ 
tained  in  29  CFR  1911.11,  is  necessary  iLabor’s  Order  No.  8-78;  Secretary  of  Labor’s 


//;  M  will  il  /  (  '  • 
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lOrder  No.  16-75,  40  FR  54484;  E.O.  11821  (39 
FR 41501)). 

s  Note. — It  Is  hereby  certified  that  the  eco¬ 
nomic  and  Inflationary  Impacts  of  this  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  have  been  carefully  evalu¬ 
ated  In  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
11821. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  18th 
day  of  June,  1976. 

Morton  Corn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

I  FR  Doc.76-18296  Filed  6-21-76; 8: 45  am] 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK 
BOARD 

[  12  CFR  Parts  545  and  571  ] 

l  No.  76-433] 

SERVICE  CORPORATIONS 
Proposed  Amendments 

June  17, 1976. 

The  following  summary  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  proposed  by  this  resolution  Is  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  reader’s  convenience  and 
is  subject  to  the  full  explanation  In  the 
following  preamble  and  to  the  specific 
provisions  of  the  regulations. 

I.  Existing  Regulations 

(a)  Provide  that  among  the  activities 
permitted  a  service  corporation  in  which 
a  Federal  association  may  invest  are  (1) 
acquisition  of  unimproved  real  estate  for 
the  purpose  of  development,  (2)  develop¬ 
ment  of  such  real  estate,  and  (3)  acquisi¬ 
tion,  maintenance  and  management  of 
real  estate  to  be  used  for  offices  and  re¬ 
lated  facilities  of  a  savings  and  loan  asso¬ 
ciation  which  holds  stock  in  the  service 
corporation,  or  for  such  offices  and  re¬ 
lated  facilities  and  for  rental  or  sale. 

(b)  Provide  no  statement  of  policy  re¬ 
garding  acquisition  and  development  of 
unimproved  real  estate  by  service  cor¬ 
porations  of  insured  institutions. 

(c)  Provide  that,  for  purposes  of  deter¬ 
mining  whether  debt  of  a  subsidiary  of  a 
service  corporation  exceeds  the  appli¬ 
cable  limitation,  loans  by  the  service  cor¬ 
poration  to  the  subsidiary  need  not  be 
computed  as  debt. 

II.  Proposed  Amendments 

(a>  Would  condition  Board  approval 
of  acquisition  and  development  of  unim¬ 
proved  real  estate  upon  compliance  with 
certain  requirements. 

<b>  Would  set  out  Board  policy  regard¬ 
ing  such  acquisition  and  development  by 
service  corporations  of  insured  institu¬ 
tions. 

(c>  Would  place  limitations  on  acqui¬ 
sition  of  real  estate  to  be  used  for  offices 
and  related  facilities  of  a  savings  and 
loan  association  which  holds  stock  in 
the  service  corporation  or  for  such  offices 
and  related  facilities  and  for  rental  or 
sale. 

( d )  Would  require  that  loans  by  a  serv¬ 
ice  corporation  to  its  subsidiary  be  com¬ 
puted  as  debt  for  purposes  of  determin¬ 
ing  whether  debt  of  the  subsidiary  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  applicable  limitation. 


m.  Reason  for  Proposal 

(a)  To  assure  that  safe  and  sound 
procedures  are  followed  by  service  cor¬ 
porations  engaging  in  certain  activities. 

(b)  To  require  that  all  debt  of  entitles 
covered  by  debt  limitations  on  service 
corporations  conforms  to  such  limita¬ 
tions. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
considers  it  desirable  to  propose  to  amend 
§  545.9-1  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Sys¬ 
tem  (12  CFR  545.9-1)  and  Part  571  of 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  for  Insurance 
of  Accounts  (12  CFR  Part  571)  by  plac¬ 
ing  restrictions  on  certain  activities  of 
service  corporations  in  which  Federal  as¬ 
sociations  may  invest  and  setting  out 
Board  policy  regarding  certain  activities 
of  service  corporations  of  insured  insti¬ 
tutions,  for  the  purpose  of  providing  safe 
and  sound  procedures  for  engaging  in 
such  activities.  The  Board  also  takes  this 
opportunity  to  propose  to  further  amend 
§  545.9-1  by  revoking  a  portion  of  sub- 
paragraph  (e)  of  paragraph  (b)  (3)  (i) 
thereof  and  by  rewording  the  remainder 
of  that  subparagraph,  for  the  purpose  of 
revising  and  clarifying  the  debt  limita¬ 
tions  contained  in  paragraph  (b)(3)(i). 

Section  545.9-l(a)  (4)  (iv)  presently 
provides  that  among  the  activities  per¬ 
mitted  a  service  corporation  in  which  a 
Federal  association  may  invest  is  acqui¬ 
sition  of  unimproved  real  estate  lots  and 
other  unimproved  real  estate  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  prompt  development  and  subdivi¬ 
sion,  principally  for  construction  of  hous¬ 
ing  or  for  resale  to  others  for  such  con¬ 
struction,  or  for  use  as  mobile  home  sites. 
The  proposed  amendment  would  require 
that  the  Board  be  notified  not  later  than 
30  days  after  such  acquisition  and  that 
data  on  certain  specified  subjects  be 
obtained  prior  to  acquisition. 

Under  §  545.9-1  (a)  (4)  (v),  another  ac¬ 
tivity  permitted  a  service  corporation  in 
which  a  Federal  association  may  invest  is 
development  and  subdivision  of,  and  con¬ 
struction  of  improvements  (including  im¬ 
provements  to  be  used  for  commercial 
sale  or  community  purposes,  when  in¬ 
cidental  to  a  housing  project)  for  sale  or 
for  rental  on,  real  estate  referred  to  in 
§  545.9-1  (a)  (4)  (iv).  The  proposed 
amendment  would  require  that  such  de¬ 
velopment  be  completed  within  three 
years  after  acquisition  of  such  real 
estate,  unless  such  period  was  extended 
by  the  Board  upon  written  application 
by  the  service  corporation.  The  amend¬ 
ment  also  would  omit  from  the  language 
of  §  545.9-1  (a)  (4)  (v)  the  words  “for  sale 
or  for  rental”  since  such  words  are  super¬ 
fluous. 

Part  571  presently  provides  no  state¬ 
ment  of  Corporation  policy  regarding 
such  acquisition  and  development  activi¬ 
ties  by  service  corporations  of  insured 
institutions.  The  proposed  amendment 
would  state  that  the  Corporation  will 
scrutinize  such  acquisitions  by  service 
corporations  and  consider  the  conditions 
of  acquisition  and  requirements  relating 
to  development  specified  in  subpara¬ 


graphs  (a)  (4)  (iv)  and  (a)  (4)  (v)  of 
S  545.9-1  to  be  minimal  standards  of 
safety  and  soundness  of  such  acquisi¬ 
tions. 

Section  545.9-1  (a)  (xii)  presently  pro¬ 
vides  that  a  service  corporation  in  which 
a  Federal  association  may  invest  may 
also  acquire,  maintain,  and  manage  real 
estate  (improved  or  unimproved)  to  be 
used  for  offices  and  related  facilities  of  a 
savings  and  loan  association  which  holds 
stock  in  such  service  corporation,  or  for 
such  offices  and  related  facilities  and  for 
rental  or  sale,  if  acquisition,  maintenance 
and  management  is  pursuant  to  a 
prudent  program  of  property  acquisition 
to  meet  either  such  association’s  present 
needs  or  its  reasonable  future  needs  for 
offices  and  related  facilities.  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  would  specifically 
prohibit,  except  with  prior  approval  of 
the  Board,  any  such  acquisition  from  an 
officer,  director,  or  employee  of  such  as¬ 
sociation,  or  the  spouse  of  such  individ¬ 
ual,  or  from  a  corporation  or  partnership 
in  which  such  individual,  or  his  spouse, 
is  an  officer,  director,  or  general  partner, 
or  a  shareholder  or  limited  partner  with 
an  interest  of  10  percent  or  more. 

The  proposed  amendments  would  also 
revise  §  545.9-1  (b)  (3)  (i)  (e),  which  re¬ 
quires  that  the  debt  of  each  subsidiary  of 
a  service  corporation  as  well  as  that  of 
the  service  corporation  itself  must  con¬ 
form  to  the  debt  limitation  in  §  545.9- 
1(b)  (3)  (i),  to  clarify  its  meaning  and 
revoke  the  portion  thereof  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  for  purposes  of  that  provision 
a  service  corporation’s  loans  to  its  sub¬ 
sidiary  need  not  be  computed  as  debt. 

Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  §  545.9-1  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  for  the  Federal  Savings 
and  Loan  System  by  revising  paragraphs 

(a)  (4)  (iv) ,  (a)  (4)  (v) ,  (a)  (4)  (xii) ,  and 

(b)  (3)  (i)  thereof  and  Part  571  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  for  Insurance  of 
Accounts  by  adding  new  S  571.13  thereto, 
to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  and  arguments 
to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board.  320  First  Street 
NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20552,  by  July  25. 
1976,  as  to  whether  this  proposal  should 
be  adopted,  rejected,  or  modified.  Written 
material  submitted  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  above  address. 

§  545.9—1  Service  corporations. 

(a)  General  service  corporations.  Sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  this  section,  a 
Federal  association  which  has  a  charter 
in  the  form  of  Charter  N  or  Charter  K 
(rev.)  may  invest  in  the  capital  stock, 
obligations,  or  other  securities  of  any 
service  corporation  organized  under  the 
laws  of  the  State,  District,  Common¬ 
wealth,  territory,  or  possession  in  which 
the  home  office  of  such  association  is 
located  if: 

•  •  •  *  • 

(4)  Substantially  all  of  the  activities 
of  such  service  corporation,  performed 
directly  or  through  one  or  more  wholly - 
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owned  subsidiaries  or  joint  ventures, 
consist  of  one  or  more  of  the  following: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(iv)  Acquisition  of  unimproved  real 
estate  lots,  and  other  unimproved  real 
estate,  for  the  purpose  of  prompt  devel¬ 
opment  and  subdivision,  principally  for 
construction  of  housing  or  for  resale  to 
others  for  such  construction,  or  for  use 
as  mobile  home  sites.  However,  if  the 
total  cost  to  purchase  and  develop  such 
real  estate  exceeds  the  lesser  of  $1,000,- 
000  or  20  percent  of  the  assets  of  such 
service  corporation,  such  acquisition 
shall  be  made  only  under  the  following 
conditions: 

(a)  Not  later  than  30  days  after  such 
acquisition,  the  service  corporation  shall 
notify  the  Board’s  Supervisory  Agent  on 
forms  available  at  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  in  whose  district  the  parent 
association  of  the  service  corporation  Is 
located. 

(b)  Prior  to  such  acquisition,  the  serv¬ 
ice  corporation  shall  obtain  and  main¬ 
tain  in  its  files  data  on  the  following  sub¬ 
jects:  condition  of  title;  statement  of 
ownership;  zoning  and  general  plan; 
drainage  and  flood  control;  geology  re¬ 
port;  soil  report;  tentative  tract  map; 
environmental  impact  report  (if  required 
by  law) ;  availability  and  cost  of  utility 
service;  required  land  dedications;  ap¬ 
praisal  report;  feasibility  study;  compre¬ 
hensive  cash  flow  projection;  and  ac¬ 
counting  and  other  internal  controls. 

(v)  Development  and  subdivision  of, 
and  construction  of  improvements  (in¬ 
cluding  improvements  to  be  used  for 
commercial  or  community  purposes, 
when  incidental  to  a  housing  project, 
on,  real  estate  referred  to  in  paragraph 
(a)  (iv)  of  this  section.  However,  such 
development  must  be  completed  within 
three  years  after  acquisition  of  such  real 
estate,  unless  such  period  is  extended  by 
the  Board  upon  written  application  by 
the  service  corporation.  Acquisition  of 
an  option  to  purchase  is  not  an  acquisi¬ 
tion  for  the  purpose  of  determining  such 
period. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(xii)  Acquisition,  maintenance,  and 
management  of  real  estate  (improved  or 
unimproved)  to  be  used  for  offices  and 
related  facilities  of  a  savings  and  loan  as¬ 
sociation  which  holds  stock  in  such  serv¬ 
ice  corporation,  or  for  such  offices  and 
related  facilities  and  for  rental  or  sale, 
if  such  acquisition,  maintenance,  and 
management  is  pursuant  to  a  prudent 
program  of  property  acquisition  to  meet 
either  such  association’s  present  needs 
or  its  reasonable  future  needs  for  offices 
and  related  facilities.  However,  without 
prior  approval  of  the  Board,  no  such  real 
estate  shall  be  acquired  by  such  service 
corporation  (o)  if,  as  a  result  of  such 
acquisition,  the  outstanding  aggregate 
book  value  of  all  such  real  estate  owned 
by  such  association  and  service  corpo¬ 
rations  thereof  would  exceed  their  con¬ 
solidated  net  worth;  or  (b)  from  any  of 
the  following: 


(1)  An  officer,  director,  or  employee  of 
such  association,  or  the  spouse  of  any 
such  officer,  director,  or  employee; 

(2)  A  corporation,  other  than  a  serv¬ 
ice  corporation  in  which  such  association 
maintains  an  investment  pursuant  to 
this  section,  in  which  any  officer  or  di¬ 
rector  of  such  association,  or  the  spouse 
of  any  such  officer  or  director,  is  an 
officer,  director,  or  has  stock  interest  of 
10  percent  or  more;  or 

(3)  A  partnership  in  which  any  officer 
or  director  of  such  association,  or  the 
spouse  of  any  such  officer  or  director,  is 
a  general  partner,  or  a  limited  partner 
with  an  interest  of  10  percent  or  more. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Other  service  corporations.  In  ad¬ 
dition  to  investment  in  a  service  corpora¬ 
tion  which  meets  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  a  Federal 
association  which  has  a  charter  in  the 
form  of  Charter  N  or  Charter  K  (rev.) 
may  invest  in  the  capital  stock,  obliga¬ 
tions,  or  other  securities  of  any  service 
corporation  organized  under  the  laws  of 
the  State,  District,  Commonwealth,  ter¬ 
ritory,  or  possession  in  which  the  home 
office  of  the  association  is  located  if : 

*  *  *  *  * 

(3)  The  following  limitations  are  com¬ 
plied  with: 

(i)  If  less  than  5  savings  and  loan  as¬ 
sociations  (including  any  Federal  asso¬ 
ciation)  hold  capital  stock  in  such  cor¬ 
poration  or  one  such  association  holds 
more  than  40  percent  of  such  stock,  such 
corporation,  including  any  subsidiary, 
does  not  incur  or  have  outstanding  at  any 
time  debt  in  excess  of  the  following  lim¬ 
itations: 

•  *  •  •  • 

(e)  The  debt  of  each  subsidiary  of  such 
corporation  shall  also  conform  to  the 
debt  limitation  in  paragraph  (b)  (3)  (1) 
of  this  section. 

*  *  *  •  • 

§  571.13  Acquisition  and  development 
of  unimproved  land  by  service  cor¬ 
porations. 

The  Corporation  will  scrutinize  any  ac¬ 
quisition  by  a  service  corporation  of  un¬ 
improved  land  for  the  purpose  of  devel¬ 
opment  to  determine  whether  such  ac¬ 
quisition  constitutes  an  unsafe  or  un¬ 
sound  practice.  The  conditions  of  acqui¬ 
sition  and  requirements  relating  to  de¬ 
velopment  of  such  land  specified  in 
paragraphs  (a)  (4)  (iv)  and  (a)  (4)  (v)  of 
§  545.9-1  of  this  chapter  for  service  cor¬ 
porations  in  which  Federal  savings  and 
loan  associations  may  invest  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Corporation  to  be  minimal 
standards  in  making  such  determina¬ 
tion. 

(Secs.  5,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended  (12  UJ3.C. 
1464);  sec.  402,  403,  407,  48  8tat.  1256,  1257, 
1260,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  1725,  1726,  1730). 
Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  PR  4981,  3  CPR 
1943-48  Comp.  p.  1071) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  J.  J.  Finn, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-18349  Filed  6-23-76;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[  16  CFR  Part  455  ] 

DISCLOSURE  AND  OTHER  REGULATIONS 

CONCERNING  THE  SALE  OF  USED 

MOTOR  VEHICLES 

Extension  of  Time  To  Propose  Disputed 

Issues  of  Fact  Regarding  Proposed 

Trade  Regulation  Rules 

Notice  of  a  proposed  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceeding  including  the  text  of  and  a  state¬ 
ment  of  reason  for  the  proposed  rules 
concerning  sale  of  used  motor  vehicles 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  January  6,  1976  (41  FR  1089).  The 
Notice  also  included  an  invitation  to  in¬ 
terested  parties  to  propose  disputed  is¬ 
sues  of  fact  regarding  the  proposed  rules. 
Subsequent  to  publication  of  this  Ini¬ 
tial  Notice,  the  Presiding  Officer,  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  petitions  received,  granted  an 
extension  of  time  within  which  to  pro¬ 
pose  such  disputed  issues  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  until  June  7,  1976  (41  FR  10233) .  On 
May  21,  1976,  the  Commission  published 
a  further  notice  (41  FR  20896)  in  the 
proceeding  expanding  the  areas  upon 
which  comment  was  requested  in  its  Ini¬ 
tial  Notice.  The  modifications  to  the  Ini¬ 
tial  Notice  were  set  forth  in  the  form  of 
three  additional  questions.  In  so  doing, 
the  Commission  extended  the  time  for 
proposing  disputed  issues  of  fact  to  June 
23,  1976. 

In  response  to  a  petition  filed  on  be¬ 
half  of  a  trade  association,  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Officer  has  determined,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  of  S  1.13(c)  (1)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Procedures  and  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice,  that  the  time  for  proposing  dis¬ 
puted  issues  of  fact  shall  be  extended 
for  a  period  of  thirty  additional  days  be¬ 
yond  the  closing  date  of  June  23,  1976. 
Accordingly,  the  record  in  this  matter 
will  remain  open  until  no  later  than 
July  23,  1976,  for  the  receipt  of  such  pro¬ 
posed  disputed  issues  which  should  be 
submitted  to  James  P.  Greenan,  Presid¬ 
ing  Officer.  Office  of  the  Special  Assist¬ 
ant  Director  for  Rulemaking,  Bureau  of 
Consumer  Protection,  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20580. 

Written  comments  concerning  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  other  than  pro¬ 
posals  identifying  disputed  Issues  of  fact 
will  continue  to  be  accepted,  as  pre¬ 
viously  announced,  until  forty-five  days 
before  commencement  of  public  hear¬ 
ings  which  are  to  be  scheduled  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  at  a  later 
date. 

Issued:  June  21, 1976. 

James  P.  Greenan, 
Presiding  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.76-18363  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 
[10  CFR  Part  40] 

PERSONS  USING  THORIUM  IN 

PERSONNEL  NEUTRON  DOSIMETERS 
Proposed  Exemption 

By  letter  dated  October  22,  1973,  R.  S. 
Landauer,  Jr.  and  Co.,  Glenwood,  Illinois, 
filed  with  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis- 
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sion  a  petition  for  rule  making  (PRM- 
40-19)  requesting  that  the  Commission 
amend  $  40.13  of  its  regulation,  10  CFR 
Part  40,  “Licensing  of  Source  Material,” 
to  exempt  from  licensing  requirements 
personnel  dosimeters  containing  not 
more  than  50  milligrams  of  thorium  per 
dosimeter. 

The  petition  states  that  Landauer  has 
conducted  developmental  studies  which 
would  lead  to  the  implementation  of  a 
personnel  neutron  monitoring  service 
utilizing  fission  fragment  detection  de¬ 
vices.  The  petition  states  further  that 
the  most  effective  design  for  such  a  mon¬ 
itoring  system  requires  the  incorporation 
of  thorium  within  the  dosimeter  holder. 

The  proposed  dosimeter  operates  on 
the  principle  that  fast  neutrons  imping¬ 
ing  on  thorium  cause  fission  events.  Fis¬ 
sion  fragments  from  these  events  escape 
from  the  thorium  and  some  strike  a  poly¬ 
carbonate  detector  foil  causing  radiation 
damage  tracks  in  the  foil.  At  the  end  of 
the  dosimetry  period,  the  dosimeter  is 
disassembled  and  the  detector  foil  is 
chemically  etched  to  enlarge  the  dam¬ 
age  tracks  into  holes.  A  count  of  the 
holes  in  the  detector  foil  gives,  by  suit¬ 
able  calibration  techniques  and  conver¬ 
sion  factors,  the  number  of  neutrons  in¬ 
cident  on  the  dosimeter  wearer  during 
the  dosimetry  period. 

The  neutron  dosimeter  described  in 
the  petition  has  a  useful  dose  measure¬ 
ment  range  of  20  milllrems  to  at  least 
150  rems,  provides  good  estimates  of  dose 
from  neutrons  having  energies  of  1. 5-0.5 
MeV,  is  essentially  insensitive  to  gamma 
rays  and  X-rays,  and  is  relatively  in¬ 
sensitive  to  humidity,  light,  and  temper¬ 
ature  and  thus  may  be  worn  or  stored 
for  long  periods  without  degradation  of 
the  radiation  damage  Information  in  the 
detector  foil.  In  these  respects,  the  thori¬ 
um  damage  track  dosimeter  has  advan¬ 
tages  over  nuclear  track  emulsion  film 
and  thermoluminescent  albedo  neutron 
dosimeters  that,  although  being  used  at 
this  time,  are  subject  to  track  fading  or 
other  loss  of  information  as  a  result  of 
environmental  factors  or  gamma-  or  X- 
radiatlon  affecting  the  dosimeters. 

Based  on  data  furnished  by  Landauer, 
and  on  other  data  available  to  the  Com¬ 
mission,  the  Commission  is  considering  a 
finding  that  receipt,  possession,  use, 
transfer,  or  import  into  the  United  States 
of  personnel  neutron  dosimeters  contain¬ 
ing  not  more  than  50  milligrams  of 
thorium  each  involve  unimportant  quan¬ 
tities  of  source  material  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  section  62  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  which  are  not 
of  significance  to  the  common  defense 
and  security  and  that  such  activities  can 
be  conducted  without  any  unreasonable 
hazard  to  life  or  property. 

The  proposed  amendment  which  fol¬ 
lows  would  exempt  from  the  regulatory 
requirements  of  Part  40  and  the  licensing 
requirements  of  section  62  of  the  Act  the 
receipt,  possession,  use,  transfer,  or  im¬ 
port  of  personnel  neutron  dosimeters  by 
adding  this  product  as  a  new  category  in 
3  40.13(c)(1)  which  currently  exempts 
thorium  contained  in  (i)  incandescent 
gas  mantles,  (11)  vacuum  tubes,  (ill) 


welding  rods,  (iv)  electric  lamps  for  il¬ 
luminating  purposes  provided  that  each 
lamp  does  not  contain  more  than  50  mil¬ 
ligrams  of  thorium,  (v)  germicidal 
lamps,  sunlamps,  and  lamps  for  outdoor 
or  industrial  lighting  provided  that  each 
lamp  does  not  contain  more  than  2 
grams  of  thorium,  or  (vl)  rare  earth 
metals  and  compounds,  mixtures,  and 
products  containing  not  more  than  0.25 
percent  by  weight  thorium,  uranium,  or 
any  combination  of  these. 

The  proposed  exemption  in  §  40.13(c) 
(1)  (vii)  would  not  authorize  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  the  personnel  neutron  dosime¬ 
ters  containing  thorium.  Such  manufac¬ 
ture  would  have  to  be  authorized  by  a 
license  issued  by  the  Commission  or  an 
Agreement  State. 

It  does  not  appear  that  the  ingestion 
or  inhalation  of  thorium  placed  in  per¬ 
sonnel  neutron  dosimeters  would  consti¬ 
tute  a  potential  substantial  radiation 
safety  problem.  Normal  use,  handling, 
and  disposal  in  landfill  are  not  expected 
to  result  in  releases  of  thorium  from  the 
dosimeters.  The  thorium  would  be  re¬ 
leased  only  in  the  highly  unlikely  event 
of  accidental  fire  or  incineration  achiev¬ 
ing  temperatures  (greater  than  3000°F) 
capable  of  vaporizing  thorium  or  thorium 
tetrafluoride  from  the  dosimeters.  If  by 
such  circumstances  a  dosimeter  could  be 
vaporized,  an  individual  would  have  to 
inhale  or  ingest  and  retain  20%  of  the 
thorium  from  the  dosimeter  to  acquire  a 
body  burden  of  0.001  microcurie  of  natu¬ 
ral  thorium  activity. 

A  conservative  estimate 1  of  the  exter¬ 
nal  radiation  level  from  a  dosimeter  con¬ 
taining  the  proposed  maximum  thorium 
content  of  50  milligrams  is  6.5  x  10~’  mil- 
lirem  per  hour  beta  dose  at  the  center  of 
the  front  surface  of  a  dosimeter  and  5.5 
x  10-*  millirem  per  hour  gamma  dose  at 
one  meter.  Based  on  these  radiation 
levels  and  assumptions  as  to  the  time- 
distance  factors  which  might  character¬ 
ize  an  individual’s  relationship  to  person¬ 
nel  neutron  dosimeters,  it  appears  very 
unlikely  that  a  wearer  would  receive  a 
total  body  dose  exceeding  1.3  millirems/ 
year,  a  gonadal  dose  exceeding  0.28  milli- 
rem/year,  or  a  hand  dose  exceeding  0.44 
millirem/year.  An  employee  changing 
400  detector  foils  per  month  and  15  feet 
from  200  dosimeters  for  2000  hours/year 
would  receive  about  0.084  millirem/year 
total  body  dose,  0.069  millirem/year 
gonadal  dose,  and  15  millirems/year 
hand  dose.  An  employee  disposing  of  75 
obsolete  dosimeters  per  year  would  re¬ 
ceive  about  2.4  x  10-7  millirem/year  total 
body  dose,  1.9  x  10'T  millirem/year  go¬ 
nadal  dose,  and  0.2  millirems/year  hand 
dose.  It  is  unlikely  that  a  dose  in  excess 
of  a  few  hundredths  of  a  millirem  would 


1  Thorium  decays  through  a  rather  compli¬ 
cated  series  of  daughter  radioisotopes  to  a 
stable  isotope  of  lead.  Chemical  purification 
of  thorium  removes  the  daughter  radioiso¬ 
topes,  other  than  thorlum-228  which  has  a 
half-life  of  1.9  years.  Radioactive  equilibrium 
may  not  be  regained  for  as  long  as  20  years. 
For  the  purposes  of  evaluating  these  person¬ 
nel  neutron  dosimeters,  the  thorium  is  as¬ 
sumed  to  be  In  20-year  equilibrium  with  Its 
daughter  radioisotopes. 


be  received  by  any  other  exempt 
individual. 

The  doses  estimated  above  are  small 
and  well  within  the  dose  limits  for  indi¬ 
viduals  specified  by  NRC  regulations  (10 
CFR  20.105) .  They  are  a  very  small  frac¬ 
tion  of  the  dose  limits  recommended  by 
the  radiation  protection  guidance  of  the 
Federal  Radiation  Council  and  the  Inter¬ 
national  Commission  on  Radiological 
Protection. 

Disposal  of  obsolete  dosimeters  through 
normal  refuse  disposal  facilities  is  highly 
unlikely  to  result  in  any  significant  radi¬ 
ation  safety  problem.  It  is  also  unlikely 
that  the  aluminum  or  other  metallic  con¬ 
tent  of  the  dosimeters  would  be  reclaimed 
and  thereby  result  in  any  addition  of 
thorium  to  other  products. 

.Under  the  provisions  of  §  150.15(a)  (6) 
of  10  CFR  Part  150,  “Exemptions  and 
Continued  Regulatory  Authority  in 
Agreement  States  Under  Section  274,” 
the  transfer  of  possession  or  control  by 
persons  in  Agreement  States  who  manu¬ 
facture,  process,  or  produce  personnel 
neutron  dosimeters  containing  thorium 
for  use  by  exempt  persons  would  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Commission’s  licensing  and 
regulatory  requirements,  even  though  the 
dosimeters  are  manufactured  under  an 
Agreement  State  license.  By  the  terms 
of  the  proposed  exemption,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  would  exercise  such  regulatory  au¬ 
thority  by  exempting,  under  new  §  40.13 
(c)(1) (vii),  any  person  (including  a 
manufacturer,  processor,  or  producer  in 
an  Agreement  State  of  personnel  neutron 
dosimeters)  to  the  extent  that  such  per¬ 
son  transfers  personnel  neutron  dosim¬ 
eters  containing  not  more  than  50  mil¬ 
ligrams  of  thorium. 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  in  10  CFR  Part  51, 
“Licensing  and  Regulatory  Policy  and 
Procedures  for  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion,”  the  Commission’s  Office  of  Stand¬ 
ards  Development  has  prepared  a  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  proposal  to  amend  Part 
40  of  the  Commission’s  regulations.  The 
statement  is  available  for  inspection  by 
the  public  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  Single  copies  of  the 
statement  (NUREG-0074)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director, 
Office  of  Standards  Development 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1974,  and  section  553  of 
title  5  of  the  United  States  Code,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  adoption  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amendment  to  10  CFR  Part  40  is 
contemplated.  All  interested  persons  who 
desire  to  submit  written  comments  or 
suggestions  for  consideration  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposed  amendment  and 
draft  environmental  impact  statement 
should  send  them  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Service  Sec¬ 
tion  by  August  9,  1976.  Copies  of  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposed  amendment  and 
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draft  environmental  impact  statement 
may  be  examined  at  the  Commission's 
Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

1.  In  §  40.13  of  10  CFR  Part  40,  para¬ 
graph  (c)(1)  is  revised  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  40.13  Unimportant  quantities  of  source 
material. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(C)  *  *  * 

(1)  Any  quantities  of  thorium  con¬ 
tained  in  (i)  incandescent  gas  mantles, 
(ii)  vacuum  tubes,  (iii)  welding  rods, 
<iv)  electric  lamps  for  illuminating  pur¬ 
poses  provided  that  each  lamp  does  not 
contain  more  than  50  milligrams  of 
thorium,  (v)  germicidal  lamps,  sun¬ 
lamps,  and  lamps  for  outdoor  or  indus¬ 
trial  lighting  provided  that  each  lamp 


does  not  contain  more  than  2  grams  of 
thorium,  (vi)  rare  earth  metals  and 
compounds,  mixtures,  and  products  con¬ 
taining  not  more  than  0.25  percent  by 
weight  thorium,  uranium,  or  any  com¬ 
bination  of  these,  or  (vii)  personnel  neu¬ 
tron  dosimeters  provided  that  each 
dosimeter  does  not  contain  more  than  50 
milligrams  of  thorium. 

•  *  •  •  • 
(Secs.  62,  161,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat.  638. 

948  <42  U.S.C.  2092,  2201);  Sec.  201,  Pub.  L. 
93-438,  88  Stat.  1242  (42  U.S.C.  6841)) 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  17th 
day  of  June  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Samuel  J.  Chilk, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

|FR  Doc.76-18179  Piled  6-23-76;8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Customs  Service 

FOOTWEAR  FROM  THE  REPUBLIC  OF 
KOREA 

Amendment  of  Final  Countervailing 
Duty  Determination 

On  January  9, 1976,  a  “Notice  of  Coun¬ 
tervailing  Duties-Footwear  from  the  Re¬ 
public  of  Korea”  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (41  FR  1588)  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  “the  notice”) .  Para¬ 
graph  eight  of  the  notice  must  be 
amended  to  reflect  changes  made  in  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States. 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  no¬ 
tice  it  was  discovered  that  certain  of  the 
footwear  from  the  Republic  of  Korea 
which  was  dutiable  during  the  period  of 
investigation,  has  been  made  duty-free, 
effective  as  to  merchandise  imported  on 
or  after  January  1,  1976,  pursuant  to 
Executive  Order  11888,  signed  Novem¬ 
ber  24,  1975  (40  FR  55276) ,  implement¬ 
ing  the  Generalized  System  of  Prefer¬ 
ences.  Such  footwear  previously  entered 
under  item  700.55  of  the  Tariff  Sched¬ 
ules  of  the  United  States  <TSUS)  are 
now  entered  duty-free  under  TSUS  item 
700.54,  and  are  known  as  zoris  (thonged 
sandals) . 

Accordingly,  the  first  sentence  of  para¬ 
graph  eight  of  the  notice  is  amended  to 
read: 

Notwithstanding  the  above,  a  notice  of 
Waiver  of  CountervaUlng  Duties”  Is  being 
published  concurrently  with  this  order  which 
covers  footwear  (except  footwear  having  up¬ 
pers  of  which  over  50  percent  of  the  ex¬ 
terior  surface  Is  leather)  which  Is  over  50 
percent  by  weight  of  rubber  or  plastics,  or 
over  60  percent  by  weight  of  fibers  and  rub¬ 
ber  or  plastics  with  at  least  10  percent  by 
weight  being  rubber  or  plastics,  classifiable 
In  Items  700.51,  700.52,  700.53,  700.54,  700.58, 
or  700.60,  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United 
States,  In  accordance  with  section  303(d)  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1303(d)). 
At  such  time  as  the  waiver  ceases  to  be  ef¬ 
fective,  In  whole  or  In  part,  and  It  becomes 
necessary  to  require  the  deposit  of  estimated 
countervailing  duties,  a  notice  wUl  be  pub¬ 
lished  setting  forth  the  deposit  which  will 
be  required  at  the  time  of  entry,  or  with¬ 
drawal  from  warehouse,  for  consumption  of 
each  product  then  subject  to  the  payment  of 
countervailing  duties. 

Referral  to  the  International  Trade 
Commission  for  an  injury  determination 
under  303(b)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930, 
as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1303)  is  not 
deemed  necessary  since  the  Treasury  is¬ 
sued  a  “Notice  of  Waiver  of  Countervail¬ 
ing  Duties — Rubber  Footwear  from 
Korea”  (41  FR  1587),  concurrently  with 
the  notice. 

With  respect  to  any  duty-free  foot¬ 
wear  from  the  Republic  of  Korea,  at  such 
time  as  the  waiver  Is  revoked  or  other¬ 


wise  no  longer  in  effect,  and  countervail¬ 
ing  duties  become  assessable  on  such 
duty-free  footwear  from  the  Republic  of 
Korea,  liquidation  will  be  suspended  on 
entries  for  consumption  or  withdrawal 
from  warehouse  for  consumption  of  such 
duty-free  footwear  from  the  Republic 
of  Korea. 

Vernon  D.  Acree, 
Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  June  17, 1976. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

|  FR  Doc.76-18384  FUed  6-24-76:8:45  am] 


FOOTWEAR  FROM  THE  REPUBLIC  OF 
KOREA 

Amendment  of  Waiver  of  Countervailing 
Duties 

On  January  9, 1976,  a  “Notice  of  Waiver 
of  Countervailing  Duties — Rubber  Foot¬ 
wear  from,  Korea"  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (41  FR  1587)  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  “the  waiver  notice”) . 
Paragraph  three  of  the  waiver  must  be 
amended  to  reflect  changes  made  in  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States. 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the 
waiver  notice,  it  was  discovered  that  cer¬ 
tain  of  the  footwear  from  the  Republic 
of-  Korea  which  was  dutiable  during  the 
period  of  investigation  has  been  made 
duty-free,  effective  as  to  merchandise 
imported  on  or  after  January  1,  1976, 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11888, 
signed  November  24,  1975  (40  FR  55276) . 
implementing  the  Generalized  System  of 
Preferences.  Such  footwear  previously 
entered  under  item  700.55  of  the  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States  (TSUS) 
are  now  entered  duty-free  under  TSUS 
item  700.54,  and  are  known  as  zoris 
(thonged  sandals).  While  section  303(a) 
(2)  of  the  Act,  as  amended  by  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-618;  88  Sta*. 
1978),  provides  that  in  the  case  of  any 
imported  article  or  merchandise  which  is 
free  of  duty,  duties  may  be  imposed  only 
if  there  is  an  affirmative  determination 
by  the  U.S.  International  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  under  section  303(b)  (1)  of  the  Act, 
the  Treasury  Issued  the  waiver  noll^e, 
which  precludes  the  necessity  of  advising 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  section  303 
(b)  of  the  Act.  However,  at  such  time 
as  the  waiver  is  revoked  or  otherwise  no 
longer  in  effect,  and  countervailing  duties 
become  assessable  on  such  duty  -fr^e  foot¬ 
wear  from  the  Republic  of  Korea,  and 
it  then  becomes  necessary  to  require  the 
deposit  of  estimated  countervailing  duty, 
a  notice  will  be  published  setting  forth 
the  deposit  which  will  be  required  at  the 
time  of  entry  or  withdrawal  from  wn- 
house  for  consumption  and  liquidation 


will  be  suspended  on  entries  for  con¬ 
sumption  or  withdrawal  from  warehouse 
for  consumption  of  such  duty-free  foot¬ 
wear  from  the  Republic  of  Korea. 

Accordingly,  the  waiver  notice  is 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 

The  first  sentence  of  paragraph  three 
is  amended  to  read: 

Based  upon  analysis  of  all  the  relevant 
factors  and  after  consultation  with  Interested 
agencies,  I  have  concluded  that  steps  have 
been  taken  to  reduce  substantially  the  ad¬ 
verse  effect  of  the  bounties  or  grants  on  foot¬ 
wear  (except  footwear  having  uppers  of 
which  Is  over  50  percent  of  the  exterior  sur¬ 
face  Is  leather)  which  is  over  60  percent  by 
weight  of  rubber  or  plastics,  or  over  50  per¬ 
cent  by  weight  of  fibers  and  rubber  or  plastics 
with  at  least  10  percent  by  weight  being 
rubber  or  plastic,  classifiable  In  Items  700.51, 
700.52,  700.53,  700.54,  700.58,  or  700.60,  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States. 

Vernon  D.  Agree. 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  June  17, 1976. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.76-18385  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


FOOTWEAR  FROM  TAIWAN 

Amendment  of  Final  Countervailing  Duty 
Determination 

On  January  7,  1976,  a  "Notice  of  Final 
Countervailing  Duty  Determination” 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(41  FR  1298)  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
“the  notice”).  The  notice  stated  that 
“since  the  Treasury  Department  cannot 
ascertain  at  this  time  that  no  footwear 
facilities  receive  benefits  under  the  Stat¬ 
ute  for  Encouragement  of  Investment, 
It  has  been  determined  that  exports  of 
footwear  from  Taiwan  are  subject  to 
bounties  or  grants  within  the  meaning 
of  section  303  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930, 
as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1303)  (hereafter 
referred  to  as  “the  Act”) . 

Subsequent  to  issuance  of  that  deter¬ 
mination  it  has  been  discovered  that 
certain  footwear  from  Taiwan  which 
was  dutiable  during  the  period  of  inves¬ 
tigation  has  been  made  duty-free,  effec¬ 
tive  as  to  merchandise  imported  on  or 
after  January  1,  1976,  pursuant  to  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11888,  signed  November 
24,  1975  (40  FR  55276),  implementing 
the  Generalized  System  of  Preferences. 
Such  footwear  previously  entered  under 
item  700.55  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of 
the  United  States  (TSUS)  are  now  en¬ 
tered  duty-free  under  TSUS  item  700.54, 
and  are  known  as  zoris  (thonged  san¬ 
dals).  Since  section  303(a)(2)  of  the 
Act,  as  amended  by  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  (Pub.  L.  93-618,  88  Stat.  1978).  pro¬ 
vides  that  in  the  case  of  any  imported 
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article  or  merchandise  which  is  free  of 
duty,  duties  may  be  imposed  only  if  there 
is  an  affirmative  determination  by  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission 
under  section  303(b)  (1)  of  the  Act,  I  am 
so  advising  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
section  303(b)  of  the  Act,  so  that  the 
Commission  may  conduct  such  Investi¬ 
gation  as  it  deems  appropriate  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  an  industry  in  the  United 
States  is  being  or  is  likely  to  be  injured, 
or  is  prevented  from  being  established, 
by  reason  of  the  importation  of  such 
article  or  merchandise  into  the  United 
States. 

Moreover,  since  the  notice  only  sus¬ 
pended  liquidation  on  entries  for  con¬ 
sumption  or  withdrawal  from  warehouse 
for  consumption  of  dutiable  footwear 
from  Taiwan.  I  am  hereby  ordering  that 
liquidation  on  entries  of  duty-free  foot¬ 
wear  from  Taiwan,  entered  on  or  after 
January  7, 1976,  and  as  yet  unliquidated, 
be  suspended  for  a  period  of  three 
months  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  amendment  notice,  or  until  further 
order. 

Accordingly,  the  notice  is  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

a.  Paragraph  four  is  amended  to  read : 

Accordingly,  notice  Is  hereby  given  that 
dutiable  footwear  Imported  directly  or  In¬ 
directly  from  Taiwan,  If  entered,  or  with¬ 
drawn  from  warehouse,  for  consumption  on 
or  after  the  date  of  publication  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  will  be  subject  to  payment  of 
countervailing  duties  equal  to  the  -  net 
amount  of  any  bounty  or  grant  ascertained 
and  determined,  or  estimated,  to  have  been 
paid  or  bestowed. 

b.  By  inserting  two  paragraph  between 
paragraph  six  and  seven  of  the  notice 
to  read: 

Further,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  cer¬ 
tain  footwear  from  Taiwan,  specifically  that 
footwear  known  as  zoris  and  classifiable 
under  item  700.64  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of 
the  United  States,  is  entered  duty-free  pur¬ 
suant  to  Executive  Order  11888  of  November 
24,  1975  (40  F.R.  55276)  implementing  the 
U.S.  Generalized  System  of  Preferences,  au¬ 
thorized  by  Title  V  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(19  U.S.C.  2461-2465,  88  Stat.  2066-2071),  and 
which  became  effective  as  to  merchandise 
Imported  on  or  after  January  1,  1976.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  sections  303(a)  (2)  and  (b)  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 
1308(a)(2)  and  (b)),  countervailing  duties 
may  not  be  Imposed  upon  any  article  or  mer¬ 
chandise  which  Is  free  of  duty  In  the  absence 
of  a  determination  by  the  OB.  International 
Trade  Commission  that  an  industry  In  the 
United  States  Is  being  or  is  likely  to  be  In¬ 
jured,  or  Is  prevented  from  being  established, 
by  reason  of  the  importation  of  such  article 
or  merchandise  into  the  United  States. 

Accordingly,  the  US.  International  Trade 
Commission  is  being  advised  of  this  deter¬ 
mination  and  the  liquidation  of  entries,  or 
withdrawals  from  warehouse,  for  consump¬ 
tion,  of  the  duty-free  footwear  in  question 
will  be  suspended  pending  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission.  Should  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  Commission  be  affirmative, 
duty-free  footwear  will  be  subject  to  the 
assessment  of  countervailing  duties  in  the 
manner  set  forth  above  with  regard  to 
dutiable  footwear.  Should  such  determina¬ 
tion  be  negative,  duty-free  footwear  which 
Is  the  subject  of  this  notice  will  not  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  assessment  of  countervailing 
duties. 


Effective  January  7,  1976,  and  until  fur¬ 
ther  order,  upon  the  entry  for  consumption 
or  withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  consump¬ 
tion  of  such  unliquidated  duty-free  footwear 
Imported  directly  or  Indirectly  from  Taiwan, 
which  benefit  from  these  bounties  or  grants, 
there  shall  be  posted,  In  addition  to  any 
other  bond  required,  a  bond  In  an  amount 
equal  to  the  amount  ascertained  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  above  declaration. 

Vernon  D.  Acree, 
Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  June  17, 1976. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

|  FR  Doc.76-18386  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am| 


Fiscal  Service 

|  Dept.  Circ.  570, 1976  Rev.,  Supp.  No.  23] 

COSMOPOLITAN  MUTUAL  INSURANCE 
CO. 

Surety  Companies  Acceptable  on  Federal 
Bonds;  Termination  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Certif¬ 
icate  of  Authority  issued  by  the  Treas¬ 
ury  to  Cosmopolitan  Mutual  Insurance 
Company,  New  York,  New  York,  under 
Sections  6  to  13  of  Title  6  of  the  United 
States  Code,  to  qualify  as  an  acceptable 
surety  on  Federal  bonds  is  hereby  ter¬ 
minated,  effective  June  30,  1976.  . 

The  company  was  last  listed  as  an  ac¬ 
ceptable  surety  on  Federal  ponds  at  40 
FR  29249,  July  10, 1975. 

Bond-approving  officers  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should,  in  instances  where  such 
action  is  necessary,  secure  new  bonds  in 
lieu  of  bonds  executed  by  Cosmopolitan 
Mutual  Insurance  Company. 

Dated:  June  16,  1976. 

David  Mosso, 
Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc .76- 18339  Filed  6-23-76:8:46  am] 


Internal  Revenue  Service 

[Order  No.  139  (Rev.  2)] 

DISTRICT  DIRECTORS  AND  ASSISTANT 
REGIONAL  COMMISSIONER 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Authority  to  extend  the  correction  per¬ 
iod  and  the  allowable  distribution  period 
relating  to  private  foundation  and  em¬ 
ployee  plans  matters. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  26 
CFR  53.4941(e) -1(d),  26  CFR  53.4941 
(f)-l,  26  CFR  53.4942(a)-l(c) ,  26  CFR 
53.4944-5,  26  CR  53.4945-1  (e) ,  IRC  4971 
(c)  (3) ,  IRC  4975(f)  (6) ,  and  the  author¬ 
ity  vested  In  the  Commissioner  of  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  by  Treasury  Department 
Order  No.  150-37,  dated  March  17,  1955, 
there  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  District 
Director  of  Internal  Revenue  for  each  of 
the  key  districts  and  the  Assistant  Re¬ 
gional  Commissioner  (EP/EO)  for  each 
of  the  regions  for  Employee  Plans  and 
Exempt  Organizations  matters  the  au¬ 
thority  to: 

(a)  Extend  the  correction  period  for 
acts  of  self-dealing  under  IRC  4941,  fail¬ 


ures  to  distribute  Income  under  IRC  4942, 
investments  which  jeopardize  charitable 
purpose  under  IRC  4944,  and  taxable  ex¬ 
penditures  under  IRC  4945 ; 

(b)  Extend  the  allowable  distribution 
period  for  failures  to  distribute  Income 
under  IRC  4942;  and 

(c)  Extend  the  correction  period  for 
failures  to  meet  minimum  funding  stand¬ 
ards  under  IRC  4971,  and  correction  of 
prohibited  transactions  under  IRC  4975. 

2.  The  authority  delegated  herein  may 
be  redelegated,  but  not  lower  than  to 
Group  Managers  in  Key  District  Offices 
and  tov  Executive  Assistants  In  Regional 
Offices. 

3.  This  Order  supersedes  Delegation 
Order  No.  139  (Rev.  1)  issued  Januarv  2, 
1975. 

Issued:  June 23, 1976. 

Effective:  June  23, 1976. 

William  E.  Williams, 
Acting  Commisioner. 

[FR  Doc.76-18404  Filed  6-23-76:8  46  am] 


[Order  No.  48  (Rev.  6)  ] 

DIRECTOR  OF  INTERNATIONAL 
OPERATIONS,  ET  AL. 

Delegation  of  Authority;  Foreign  Travel 

Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commisioner  of  Internal  Revenue  by 
Treasury  Department  Order  No.  72  Re¬ 
vised,  Treasury  Administrative  Circular 
No.  33  Revised,  and  Assistant  Secretary 
(Administration)  Memorandums  dated 
July  22,  1975  and  February  25,  1976: 

1.  The  Chief  Counsel  and  the  Director 
of  International  Operations  may  author¬ 
ize  officers  and  employees  performing 
functions  under  their  general  supervi¬ 
sion,  to  travel  to  and  within  areas  be¬ 
yond  the  limits  authorized  by  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Travel  Authorization,  includ¬ 
ing  travel  incident  to  changes  in  post  of 
duty.  In  addition,  the  Director  of  Inter¬ 
national  Operations  may  authorize  offi¬ 
cers  and  employees  under  the  general 
supervision  of  Assistant  Commissioners 
(other  than  those  identified  in  2,  below) 
and  Regional  Commissioners  to  travel  to 
and  within  areas  beyond  the  limits  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Consolidated  Travel  Au¬ 
thorization. 

2.  The  Director,  Tax  Administration 
Advisory  Services  Division  may  authorize 
officers  and  employees  assigned  or  de¬ 
tailed  to  the  Tax  Administration  Advi¬ 
sory  Services  Division,  to  travel  to  and 
within  areas  beyond  the  limits  authorized 
by  the  Consolidated  Travel  Authoriza¬ 
tion,  including  travel  Incident  to  changes 
In  post  of  duty. 

3.  The  designated  officials  in  1  and  2 
above  are  also  authorized  to  sign  com¬ 
munications  to  the  Director,  Passport 
Office, .  Department  of  State,  regarding 
proposed  trips  to  foreign  countries. 

This  authority  may  not  be  redelegated. 

In  exercising  the  authority  delegated, 
the  authorizing  officer  shall  advise  the 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  by 
memorandum,  of  any  proposed  trip  to  a 
foreign  country  believed  to  be  of  Interest 
to  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 
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This  Order  supersedes  Delegation  Or¬ 
der  No.  48  (Rev.  5) ,  Issued  September  2, 
1966. 

Issued:  June  23, 1976. 

Effective:  June  23, 1976. 

Donald  C.  Alexander, 

Commissioner. 
|FR  Doc.76-18403  Plied  6-23-76;8:45  amj 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

HOLLOW  OR  CORED  CERAMIC  BRICK  AND 

TILE,  NOT  INCLUDING  REFRACTORY 

OR  HEAT  INSULATING  ARTICLES,  FROM 

CANADA 

Antidumping:  Clarification  of  Determina¬ 
tion  of  Sales  at  Less  Than  Fair  Value 

A  notice  of  “Determination  of  Sales  at 
Less  Than  Fair  Value”  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  5,  1976  (41 
FR  18542)  that  hollow  or  cored  ceramic 
brick  and  tile,  not  including  refratory  or 
heat  Insulating  articles,  from  Canada  are 
being,  or  are  likely  to  be,  sold  at  less  than 
fair  value  within  the  meaning  of  section 
201(a)  of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  160  et  seq.) . 

The  second  paragraph  of  the  notice 
stated  that: 

For  the  purpose  of  this  notice  the  term 
‘  hollow  or  cored  ceramic  brick  and  tile” 
means  unglazed  hollow  ceramic  brick,  Includ¬ 
ing  bond  beam  units.  Such  brick  ranges  from 
approximately  25  to  40  percent  void. 

The  “Determination  of  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value”  followed  an  investiga¬ 
tion  wherein  price  comparisons  based 
upon  verified  Information  and  data  sub¬ 
mitted  throughout  the  period  of  investi¬ 
gation  were  made  with  regard  to  hollow 
or  cored  ceramic  brick,  Including  bond 
beam  units,  which  contain  more  than  25 
percent  void.  Price  comparisons  were 
made  on  such  brick  of  over  40  percent 
void  as  well  as  on  that  from  25  to  40 
percent. 

Accordingly,  the  definition  of  the  class 
or  kind  of  merchandise  here  involved,  as 
published  in  the  Determination  of  Sales 
at  Less  Than  Fair  Value  on  May  5,  1976, 
was  meant  to  Include  such  brick  over 
40  percent  void,  in  addition  to  that  from 
25  to  40  percent  void.  To  eliminate  any 
possible  confusion,  however,  the  last  sen¬ 
tence  of  the  second  paragraph  of  that  no¬ 
tice  is  revised  to  read: 

Such  brick  is  of  greater  than  25  percent 
void. 

Dated:  June  17, 1976. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

{FR  Doc.76-18314  Filed  6-23-76; 8: 45  amj 


[Dept.  Circular,  Public  Debt  Series  No.  16-76] 

TREASURY  NOTES  OF  SERIES  F-1981 
Auction 

June  21,  1976. 

I.  Invitation  for  Tenders 

1.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authority  of  the  Second 


Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  invites 
tenders  on  a  yield  basis  for  $2,500,000,000, 
or  thereabouts,  of  notes  of  the  United 
States,  designated  Treasury  Notes  of 
Series  F-1981.  The  interest  rate  for  the 
notes  will  be  determined  as  set  forth  in 
Section  HI,  paragraph  3,  hereof.  Addi¬ 
tional  amounts  of  these  notes  may  be  is¬ 
sued  at  the  average  price  of  accepted 
tenders  to  Government  accounts  and  to 
Federal  Reserve  Banks  for  themselves 
and  as  agents  of  foreign  and  interna¬ 
tional  monetary  authorities.  Tenders  will 
be  received  up  to  1 :30  p.m.,  Eastern  Day¬ 
light  Saving  time,  Tuesday,  June  29, 
1976,  under  competitive  and  noncom¬ 
petitive  bidding,  as  set  forth  in  Section 
III  hereof. 

II.  Description  of  Notes 

1.  The  notes  will  be  dated  July  9,  1976, 
and  will  bear  interest  from  that  date, 
payable  on  a  semiannual  basis  on  Febru¬ 
ary  15  and  August  15,  1977,  and  there¬ 
after  on  February  15  and  August  15  in 
each  year  until  the  principal  amount  be¬ 
comes  payable.  They  will  mature  Au¬ 
gust  15,  1981,  and  will  not  be  subject  to 
call  for  redemption  prior  to  maturity. 

2.  The  income  derived  from  the  notes 
is  subject  to  all  taxes  imposed  under  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954.  The  notes 
are  subject  to  estate,  inheritance,  gift  or 
other  excise  taxes,  whether  Federal  or 
State,  but  are  exempt  from  all  taxation 
now  or  hereafter  Imposed  on  the  princi¬ 
pal  or  interest  thereof  by  any  State,  or 
any  of  the  possessions  of  the  United 
States,  or  by  any  local  taxing  authority. 

3.  The  notes  will  be  acceptable  to 
secure  deposits  of  public  moneys.  They 
will  not  be  acceptable  in  payment  of 
taxes. 

4.  Bearer  notes  with  Interest  coupons 
attached,  and  notes  registered  as  to  prin¬ 
cipal  and  interest,  will  be  issued  in  de¬ 
nominations  of  $1,000,  $5,000,  $10,000, 
$100,000  and  $1,000,000.  Book-entry  notes 
will  be  available  to  eligible  bidders  in 
multiples  of  those  amounts.  Interchanges 
of  notes  of  different  denominations  and 
of  coupon  and  registered  notes,  and  the 
transfer  of  registered  notes  will  be 
permitted. 

5.  The  notes  will  be  subject  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  regulations  of  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  now  or  hereafter  prescribed, 
governing  United  States  notes. 

III.  Tenders  and  Allotments 

1.  Tenders  will  be  received  at  Federal 
Reserve  Banks  and  Branches  and  at  the 
Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt,  Washington, 
D.C.  20226,  up  to  the  closing  hour,  1:30 
p.m..  Eastern  Daylight  Savings  time, 
Tuesday,  June  29, 1976.  Each  tender  must 
state  the  face  amount  of  notes  bid  for, 
which  must  be  $1,000  or  a  multiple  there¬ 
of,  and  the  yield  desired,  except  that  in 
the  case  of  noncompetitive  tenders  the 
term  “noncompetitive”  should  be  used  in 
lieu  of  a  yield.  In  the  case  of  competitive 
tenders,  the  yield  must  be  expressed  in 
terms  of  an  annual  yield,  with  two  deci¬ 
mals,  e.g.,  7.11.  Fractions  may  not  be 
used.  Noncompetitive  tenders  from  any 
one  bidder  may  not  exceed  $500,000. 

2.  Commercial  banks,  which  for  this 
purpose  are  defined  as  banks  accpeting 
demand  deposits,  and  dealers  who  make 


primary  markets  in  Government  secu¬ 
rities  and  report  daily  to  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  of  New  York  their  positions 
with  respect  to  Government  securities 
and  borrowings  thereon,  may  submit 
tenders  for  account  of  customers  pro¬ 
vided  the  names  of  the  customers  are 
set  forth  in  such  tenders.  Others  will  not 
be  permitted  to  submit  tenders  except 
for  their  own  account.  Tenders  will  be 
received  without  deposit  from  banking 
institutions  for  their  own  account.  Fed¬ 
erally-insured  savings  and  loan  associa¬ 
tions,  States,  political  subdivisions  or 
instrumentalities  thereof,  public  pension 
and  retirement  and  other  public  funds, 
international  organizations  in  which  the 
United  States  holds  membership,  foreign 
central  banks  and  foreign  States,  dealers 
who  make  primary  markets  in  Govern¬ 
ment  securities  and  report  daily  to  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York  their 
positions  with  respect  to  Government 
securities  and  borrowings  thereon,  and 
Government  accounts.  Tenders  from 
others  must  be  accompanied  by  payment 
of  5  percent  of  the  face  amount  of  notes 
applied  for. 

3.  Immediately  after  the  closing  hour 
tenders  will  be  opened,  following  which 
public  announcement  will  be  made  by 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
amount  and  yield  range  of  accepted  bids. 
Those  submitting  competitive  tenders 
will  be  advised  of  the  acceptance  or  rejec¬ 
tion  thereof.  In  considering  the  accept¬ 
ance  of  tenders,  those  with  the  lowest 
yields  will  be  accepted  to  the  extent  re¬ 
quired  to  attain  the  amount  offered. 
Tenders  at  the  highest  accepted  yield 
will  be  prorated  if  necessary.  After 
the  determination  is  made  as  to 
which  tenders  are  accepted,  a  cou¬ 
pon  rate  will  be  determined  at  a  ^ 
of  one  percent  increment  that  translates 
into  an  average  accepted  price  close  to 
100.000  and  a  lowest  accepted  price  above 
98.750.  That  rate  of  interest  will  be  paid 
on  all  of  the  notes.  Based  on  such  inter¬ 
est  rate,  the  price  on  each  competitive 
tender  allotted  will  be  determined  and 
each  successful  competitive  bidder  will 
be  required  to  pay  the  price  correspond¬ 
ing  to  the  yield  bid.  Price  calculations 
will  be  carried  to  three  decimal  places  on 
the  basis  of  price  per  hundred,  e.g., 
99.923,  and  the  determinations  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  be  final. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  expressly 
reserves  the  right  to  accept  or  reject  any 
or  all  tenders,  in  whole  or  in  part,  includ¬ 
ing  the  right  to  accept  tenders  for  more 
or  less  than  the  $2,500,000,000  of  notes 
offered,  and  his  action  in  any  such  re¬ 
spect  shall  be  final.  Subject  to  these  res¬ 
ervations,  noncompetitive  tenders  for 
$500,000  or  less  without  stated  yield  from 
any  one  bidder  will  be  accepted  in  full  at 
the  average  price 1  (in  three  decimals)  of 
accepted  competitive  tenders. 

IV.  Payment  for  and  Delivery  of  Notes 

1.  Settlement  for  accepted  tenders  in 
accordance  with  the  bids  must  be  made 
or  completed  on  or  before  July  9,  1976, 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  or  Branch 
or  at  the  Bureau  of  the  Public  Debt, 


1  Average  price  may  be  at,  or  more  or  less 
than  100.000. 
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Washington,  D.C.  20226.  Payment  must 
be  In  cash.  In  other  funds  Immediately 
available  to  the  Treasury  by  July  9,  1976, 
or  by  check  drawn  to  the  order  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  to  which  the  ten¬ 
der  Is  submitted,  or  the  United  States 
Treasury  if  the  tender  Is  submitted  to  it, 
which  must  be  received  at  such  Bank  or 
at  the  Treasury  no  later  than:  (1)  Fri¬ 
day,  July  2, 1976,  If  the  check  Is  drawn  on 
a  bank  in  the  Federal  Reserve  District  of 
the  Bank  to  which  the  check  Is  submitted, 
or  the  Fifth  Federal  Reserve  District  In 
the  case  of  the  Treasury,  or  (2)  Wednes¬ 
day,  June  30,  1976,  If  the  check  Is  drawn 
on  a  bank  In  another  district.  Checks  re¬ 
ceived  after  the  dates  set  forth  In  the 
preceding  sentence  will  not  be  accepted 
unless  they  are  payable  at  a  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank.  Payment  will  not  be  deemed 
to  have  been  completed  where  registered 
notes  are  requested  If  the  appropriate 
Identifying  number  as  required  on  tax 
returns  and  other  documents  submitted 
to  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  (an  Indi¬ 
vidual’s  social  security  number  or  an  em¬ 
ployer  identification  number)  Is  not  fur¬ 
nished.  In  every  case  where  full  payment 
Is  not  completed,  the  payment  with  the 
tender  up  to  5  percent  of  the  amount  of 
notes  allotted  shall,  upon  declaration 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  In 
his  discretion,  be  forfeited  to  the  United 
States. 

2.  Delivery  of  notes  in  bearer  form  will 
be  made  on  or  about  July  14,  1976.  Pur¬ 
chasers  of  bearer  notes  may  elect  to  re¬ 
ceive  Interim  certificates  on  July  9,  1976, 
which  will  be  exchangeable  for  the  notes 
when  available  at  any  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  or  Branch  or  at  the  Bureau  of  the 
Public  Debt,  Washington,  D.C.  20226.  The 
Interim  certificates  must  be  returned  at 
the  risk  and  expense  of  the  holder. 

V.  General  Provisions 

1.  As  fiscal  agents  of  the  United  States, 
Federal  Reserve  Banks  are  authorized 
and  requested  to  receive  tenders,  to  make 
such  allotments  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  issue 
such  notices  as  may  be  necessary,  to  re¬ 
ceive  payment  for  and  make  delivery  of 
notes  on  full-paid  tenders  allotted,  and 
they  may  Issue  interim  receipts  pending 
delivery  of  the  definitive  notes. 

2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
at  any  time,  or  from  time  to  time,  pre¬ 
scribe  supplemental  or  amendator  rules 
and  regulations  governing  the  offering, 
which  will  be  communicated  promptly  to 
the  Federal  Reserve  Banks. 

George  H.  Dixon, 

Acting  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

[PR  Doc.76-18476  Filed  6-22-76:11:48  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 

CRIMINAL  JUSTICE  STANDARDS  AND 

GOALS 

Change  of  Meeting 

This  is  to  provide  notice  of  change  of 
meeting  for  the  Juvenile  Justice  and  De¬ 


linquency  Prevention  Task  Force  of  the 
National  Advisory  Committee  on  Crimi¬ 
nal  Justice  Standards  and  Goals.  This 
notice  cancels  the  previous  meeting  date 
of  June  25,  1976  which  was  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  on  June  15, 1976. 

The  Juvenile  Justice  and  Delinquency 
Prevention  Task  Force  will  be  meeting  at 
the  Airport  Park  Hotel,  600  Avenue  of 
Champions,  Inglewood.  California  on 
July  9,  1976  from  8:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  The 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 

The  agenda  includes  the  following 
items: 

Consideration  of  minutes  of  the  June  4-5, 
1976  Task  Force  Meeting. 

Report  of  the  NAC  June  16-19,  1976  meeting. 
Action  by  the  Task  Force  of  NAC  requested 
changes  of  the  Juvenile  Justice  Standards. 
Final  Task  Force  approval  of  the  Revised  Ju¬ 
venile  Justice  and  Delinquency  Prevention 
Standards  and  Goals  Volume. 

The  change  of  meeting  date  is  necessi¬ 
tated  by  the  modifications  in  the  Task 
Force’s  recommendations  requested  by 
the  National  Advisory  Committee,  and 
the  unanticipated  time  required  to  com¬ 
plete  the  standards  on  juvenile  correc¬ 
tions  and  the  introductory  portion  of  the 
volume. 

For  further  information,  contact  Rich¬ 
ard  Van  Duizend,  General-Attorney,  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  for  Juvenile  Justice  and 
Delinquency  Prevention,  633  Indiana  Av¬ 
enue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20531. 

Jay  A.  Brozost, 
Attorney -Advisor, 
Office  of  General  Counsel. 
[FR  Doc.76-18480  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

COEUR  D’ALENE  DISTRICT  MULTIPLE 
USE  ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the 
Coeur  d’Alene  District  Multiple  Use  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  will  meet  at  7  p.m.,  August 
2,  1976,  at  the  Idaho  County  Courthouse 
In  Orangeville,  Idaho  to  hear  reports  on 
the  State  Advisory  Board  Meeting,  the 
grazing  program,  and  a  presentation  of 
an  award  to  the  Oregon  Outdoor  Club 
for  its  cleanup  of  the  Salmon  River.  The 
Board  will  conduct  a  field  trip  of  the 
Lower  Salmon  River  Canyon  on  August 
3  and  4. 

The  meeting  Is  open  to  the  public.  In¬ 
terested  persons  will  have  an  opportunity 
at  the  end  of  committee  business  to  make 
oral  presentations  to  the  committee  or 
file  written  statements.  Such  requests 
should  be  made  to  the  official  listed  be¬ 
low  at  least  three  days  prior  to  the 
meeting. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  BLM  Dis¬ 
trict  Manager  Joe  Zimmer,  1808  North 
Third  Street,  Coeur  d’Alene,  Idaho  83814. 
His  telephone  number  Is  208-664-8231. 
Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  available 
for  public  Inspection  and  copying  two 
weeks  after  the  meeting  at  the  BLM  Dis¬ 


trict  Office  In  Coeur  d’Alene,  Idaho  and 
the  BLM  Resource  Area  Headquarters  in 
Cottonwood,  Idaho. 

Pieter  J.  Vanzanden, 
Acting  District  Manager. 
[FR  Doc.76-18376  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


RIVERSIDE  DISTRICT  MULTIPLE  USE  AD¬ 
VISORY  BOARD  AD  HOC  COMMITTEE 

ON  RECHARTERING 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  92-463  that  an  ad  hoc 
committee  on  rechartering  of  the  River¬ 
side  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory 
Board  to  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  will  meet  at  the  Riverside  District 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  Office  at 
1695  Spruce  Street,  Riverside,  California 
92507  on  July  15,  1976.  The  committee 
will  review  the  charter  of  the  Riverside 
District  Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board 
and  make  recommendations  concerning 
board  size,  composition,  operations  and 
rechartering  for  1977-78.  The  federal 
representative  will  be  Gerald  E.  Hillier, 
Riverside  District  Manager,  or  his  au¬ 
thorized  representative. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  2:00  p.m., 
Thursday,  July  15,  1976,  and  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  Time  will  be  made 
available  for  brief  statements  by  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public.  Such  statements  must 
not  exceed  five  minutes  and  must  be 
limited  In  content  to  recommendation 
concerning  size,  composition,  operations 
and  charter  of  the  Riverside  District 
Multiple  Use  Advisory  Board.  Written 
statements  or  requests  for  time  to  make 
oral  presentations  should  be  made  to  the 
Charter  Committee  Chairman  George  A. 
Bishop,  c/o  Riverside  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  1695 
Spruce  Street,  Riverside,  California 
92507  by  close  of  business  Wednesday, 
July  14,  1976.  Further  Information  on 
the  Charter  Committee  meeting  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  Karen  H.  Miller, 
Acting  Public  Information  Officer,  Riv¬ 
erside  District  Office  at  the  address 
listed  above  or  by  telephone  at  (714) 
787-1462.  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  30 
days  after  the  meeting  at  Riverside  Dis¬ 
trict  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  1695  Spruce  Street,  Riverside, 
California  92507. 

Dated:  June  16, 1976. 

Gail  G.  Givens, 
Acting  District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.76-18321  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am[ 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed 
to  have  been  received  under  section  10 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-205). 

Applicant:  Museum  of  Natural  History, 
Lawrence,  Kansas  66045,  Richard  N.  Racine. 
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OMB  NO.  «  AIS*> 


P"v„ 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

I  S.  f  ISM  AND  WILDLIFE  SHVICE 

FEDERAL  FISH  AHO  WILDLIFE 
LICENSE /PERMIT  APPLICATION 


■**0  rviUM*' 


Richard  K,  Racine 
Kuseun  of  Katural  History 
Lawrence,  Kansas -66045 

913-364-3719 


4.  ir  ••applicant’1  is  an  inoivioual.  complete  the  following: 


SJkBt  □««$.  OMISS  □  MS. 


DATE  OF  8IIUM 

23  Sep  1943 


PHONE  NUMBER  WHERE  EYPLOTEO 

913-364-3719 


HEIGHT 

63" 


COLOR  HAIR 

Brown 


WEIGHT 

140 

COLOR  EYES 

Brown 


OCCUPATION 


SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMBER 

012-40-3992 


Graduate  student 


Kuseun  of  liatural  History 
University  of  Kansas 


S.  LOCATION  WHERE  PROPOSEO  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  BE  CONDUCTED 

Mexico 

Coahuila,  San  Luis  Fotosi, 
Kuevo  Leon 


I.  APPLICATION  FOR  *mlr  »»•) 


IMPORT  OR  EXPORT  LICENCE 


S' 


i.  BRIEF  DESCRIPTION  OF  ACTIVITY  FOR  WHICH  REQUESTED  LICENSE 

ur  permit  is  needed.  The  permit  is  to  enable 
r>e  1,0  salvage  specimens  and  parts  of 
animals  that  are  found  during  th# 
course  of  ny  study.  I  will  bo  live-v 
trapping  and  releasing;  I  will  not  be 
deliberately  collecting  specimens  but 
would  like  to  take  advantage  of  any 
mortality  that  occurs  during  the  study, 

I  wish  to  be  able  to  preserve  stomachs 
ar.d  reproductive  tracts.  Only  those dde  id 
animals  found  in  good  shape  will  be  ke 


,  IF  ••APPLICANT"  IS  A  BUSINESS.  CORPORATION.  PUBLIC  AGENCY. 
OR  institution.  COMPLETE  THE  FOLLOWING* 

explain  t  ypeTorkinq  OF  business,  agency,  OR  INSTITUTION  ' 


,  DO  YOU  HOLO  ANY  CURRENTLY  VALIO  FEDERAL  FlSM  AND 
WILDLIFE  LICENSE  OR  PERMIT?  Q  YES  Q  NO 
(II  J*»»  lift  licMit  ot  permit  tveWra) 


t.  IF  REQUIRtO  BY  ANY  STATE  OR  FOREIGN  GOVERNMENT,  OO  YOU 
HAVE  THEIR  APPROVAL  TO  CONDUCT  THE  ACTIVITY  YOU 
PROPOSE?  &)  yes  O  NO 

(II  JM|  end  type  #f  4ocwmf*t») 

Scientific  Colleqting  Permit  with 
special  authorization-Same  as  6. 


ID.  OESIREO  EFFECTIVE 

OATE 

1  Jim  1976 


II. 


DURATION  NEEOEB 


2  1/2  years 


It  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  INFORMATION  REQUIRED  FOR  THE  TYPE  OF  LICENSE/PERMIT  REOUESTEO  («,•  SO  CF*  I)  l?(k)l  MOST  BE 
ATTACHED.  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INTEGRAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPLICATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  OF  SO  CFR  UNOtR  WHICH  ATTACHMENTS  ARE 


I7.23l  14.42  3  17.32 


CERTIFICATION 

I  HEREBY  CERTIFY  THAT  I  HAVE  READ  AMO  AM  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  REGULATIONS  CONTAINED  IN  TITLE  SO  PART  11.  OF  THE  CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  AND  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IN  SUBCHAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  50,  AND  I  FURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  INFOR. 
RATION  SUBMITTED  IN  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE.  PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  AND  ACCURATE  TO  THE  BEST  OF  MT  KNOWLEDGE  AND  BELIEF. 

I  UNDERSTAND  THAT  ANT  FALSE  STATEMENT  HEREIN  MAT  SUBJECT  ME  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  II  U.S.C  1001. 

SIGNATURE  (In  iikl  /  ,  i  "  “  I  OATS 


TZ3LX  tL  Kchu 


7  Kay  1976 


Attachment  for  Section  17.22 

(1)  Mexican  Prairie  Dog  ( Cynomya  mexi- 
canus);  All  age  classes  and  both  sexes;  The 
collecting  will  be  entirely  a  salvage  program, 
only  those  animals  found  In  good  condition 
will  be  prepared  as  museum  specimens. 
Stomachs  and  reproductive  tracts  will  be 
preserved.  The  total  number  should  not  ex¬ 
ceed  50. 

(2)  The  animals  to  be  covered  by  this 
permit  are  still  in  the  wild. 

(3)  No  attempts  have  yet  been  made  to 
obtain  specimens;  however,  the  nature  of  the 
application  Is  such  that  only  animals  already 
dead  will  be  collected. 

(4)  N.A. 

(5)  The  specimens  will  be  added  to  the 
Mammal  Collection  of  the  Museum  of  Natural 
History,  University  of  Kansas,  Lawrence, 
Kans.  66045. 

(6)  N.A. 

(7)  Already  submitted. 

(8)  A  full  and  complete  research  proposal 
has  been  submitted  to  and  reviewed  by  the 
United  States-Mexlco  Joint  Committee  on 


Wildlife  Conservation.  It  is  my  understand¬ 
ing  (personal  communication  from  Dr.  Clyde 
Jones  to  Dr.  Robert  Hoffmann  to  me)  that  the 
proposal  has  received  the  approval  of  both 
governments.  The  main  objectives  of  the 
proposal  are  to  study  the  population  dynam¬ 
ics.  social  organization,  social  behavior  and 
ecology  of  the  Mexican  prairie  dog.  This 
Information  will  then  be  used  to  develop  a 
conservation  program  that  will  hopefully 
insure  this  species  survival.  I  will  be  live- 
trapping  and  then  releasing  all  the  animals 
that  I  catch.  Some  mortality  may  occur  and 
I  am  asking  that  I  be  allowed  to  salvage  these 
animals.  Also,  dead  animals  will  be  found 
throughout  the  study  areas  and  I  wish  to 
salvage  those  that  are  still  In  good  condition. 
This  salvaging  will  provide  me  with  data 
that  I  could  not  obtain  from  my  observational 
methods,  which  are  the  primary  techniques 
that  will  be  used. 

Attachment  1 

In  accordance  with  the  procedures  outlined 
in  60  CFR  17.23,  the  following  Information 


is  provided  in  support  of  an  application  for 
an  endangered  wildlife  permit: 

(1)  Mexioan  Prairie  dog,  Cynomys  mexi- 
canus  (Merriam).  Both  sexes  and  all  age 
classes  are  to  be  covered  by  this  permit.  The 
total  number  of  complete  specimens  should 
not  exceed  25. 

(2)  N.A. 

(3)  A  formal  proposal  has  been  submitted 
to  the  United  States-Mexlco  Joint  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Wildlife  Conservation.  It  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  the  proposal  has  been  approved 
by  both  governments.  The  study  will  be  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  population  dynamics,  socio- 
biology  and  conservation  of  Cynomya 
mexicanus.  During  the  course  of. the  study, 
animals  will  be  Uve-trapped,  marked  for 
Identification  and  released.  No  animals  will 
be  deliberately  killed  as  a  part  of  the  study; 
however,  should  any  mortality  occur,  I  would 
like  to  salvage  these  animals  as  scientific 
specimens  for  addition  to  the  mammal  col¬ 
lection  at  the  University  of  Kansas  Museum 
of  Natural  History.  This  study  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  In  Coahuila.  Nuevo  Leon  and  San 
Luis  Potosl,  Mexico  beginning  In  June,  1976 
and  continuing  through  the  summer  of 
1978. 

(4)  Collected  specimens  will  be  stored  at 
the  Museum  of  Natural  History,  Lawrence. 
Kansas,  66045. 

(5)  The  wildlife  to  be  collected  are  still 
in  the  wild. 

(6)  N.A. 

(7)  N.A. 

Attachment  2 

This  Is  a  copy  of  the  permit  that  I  received 
from  the  Mexican  government.  This  permit 
authorizes  my  live-trapping  program  but  says 
nothing  about  the  disposition  of  dead  ani¬ 
mals.  I  have  written  to  them  asking  for  a 
clarification. 

I  am  making  application  for  the  U.S.  per¬ 
mit  assuming  that  approval  for  the  rest  of 
my  proposal  will  be  forthcoming. 

Documents  and  complete  information 
submitted  in  connection  with  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service's  office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  26,  1976,  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  June  16,  1976. 

Loren  K.  Parcher, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-18308  Filed  6-23  76:8:45  amj 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  Is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (Pub. 
L.  93-205) . 
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Applicant:  Atlanta  Zoological  Park,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30316;  J.  &  Dobbs,  Director;  R. 

Howard  Hunt,  Curator,  Department  of 

Herpetology 

OMB  MO.  47  RI67B  - 

„  B5,i,-r.O!r  CF  ICE  EHE3C3 

^  \J\  nsn  *o  ranuri  vsm. 

ncssa  hs  o  raora 

ucE,‘^/?Ep;:^mjc(m*j 

’’-u.r*  r*v 


A  APPLICANT.  ceaalcic  addnaa  mad phoee  aumBei  a!  iadittdaal, 

tmaiacaa,  •!•«;.  •>  Jmiikoim  It  .Met  paimii  it  r*t«crt«g 

Dept.  Herpetology 
Atl&fcta  Zoological  Park 
Atlanta,  Ga.  3031? 


4  IF  "APPLICANT"  IS  AN  INDIVIDUAL,  COUPLER  THE  FOLLOWING! 


k  APPLICATION  PON  Mitn  wW 


IMPORT  ON  EXPORT  LICENSE 


Capture,  tag  ani  release 
sub-adult  alligators  In 
OkefenoKee,  Ga.  and  Wassaw 
National  Wildlife  Refuge. 


b.  IF  '’APPLICANT**  IS  A  BUSINESS,  CORPORATION.  PUBLIC  AGENCY. 
OR  INSTITUTION.  COMPLETE  THE  FOLLOWING: 

EXPLAIN  TYPE  OR  AIND  OF  BUSINESS  AGENCY.  OR  INSTITUTION  " 

Zoological  park  engaged  in: 
conservation,  education 
recreation,  research  and  culture. 


NAME.  TITLE.  AND  Pwii.E  OF  PRESIDENT,  PRINCIPAL 

office*  director,  ctc. 

Steve  Dolts -Dir  ctor-  627-*;8o4 

"if  "APPLICANT"  a  A  CORPORATION.  HOlCATE  STATE  IN  WHICH 
INCORPORATED 


7.  DO  YOU  MOLD  A NY  CURRENTLY  VALID  FEDERAL  FISH  AND 
WILOLIFE  LICENSE  OR  PEWOTT  Q  YES  Q  NO 
HI /*,,  lit  Uccaaa  M  pemil  MlmJ 


A  IF  HEQUIRED  BY  AKY  STATE  OR  FOREIGN  GOVERNMENT,  DO  YOU 
HAVE  THEIR  APPROVAL  TO  CONDUCT  THE  ACTIVITY  YOU 
PROPOSE*  □  YES  D  NO 

01 lit!  fuiJadiclStta  Bad  I)  fa  el  Acattlil 


1.  CERTIFIED  CHECK  OR  MOREY  ORDER  (il  applicable!  PAYABLE  TO  10.  DESIRED  EFFECTIVE  II*  DURATION  NLEOEO 

THE  U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE  ENCLOSEO  IN  AMOUNT  OF  OATC 

* _ ; _ U _ ?.  iririfT-acc^  1  yr. _ 

12.  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  INFORMATION  REQUIRED  FOR  THE  TYPE  OF  UCENSE/PEKMiT  ^TOvJtSl L  J(5ce  SO  Cf  Jt  13.1**))  MUST  EE 
ATTACHE  0.  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INTEGRAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPLICATION,  LIST  SECTIONS  OF  50  CFH  UNDER  WHICH  ATTACHMENTS  ARE 

PROVIDED. 

Endangered  Wildlife  Fermi t  17.22 


CTJ.V.tWZ 

I  MERE  BY  CERTIFY  THAT  I IUVE  READ  /WO  AH  FAH1U.W  ttTH  TV"  rECULATIKS  CONTAINED  TM  TITLE  ».  PART  n,  OF  THE  CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  AND  THE  OTHER  APPUCASLE  PARTS  IN  SUECIIAPTER  B  0?  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  50.  AND  I  FURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  INFOK* 
RATION  SUCeiTTEO  IN  THIS  APPLICATION  I=GR  A  LICEHSE/PCIUIT  IS  COMPLETE  AND  ACCURATE  TO  THE  BEST  OF  BY  KNOWLEDGE  AND  BELIEF. 

I  UNDERSTAND  THAT  AilT  FALSE  STATEUCST  ICHEIN  BA  Y  SU2J!;CT  feE  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  U  U.S.C.  1001. 

»GNA7URC*Ow»S>  7/ -  l"*”i  /  ’  "  TOATE 


L  LOCATION  WHERE  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  OE  CONOUCTEO 

Okefenokee  Swamp,.  Ga.  and 
Was saw  National  Wildlife 
Refuge 


UfM  llUl^L 


is.?.!  R.  Howard  Hunt 

City  or  Atlanta 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PARKS,  LIBRARIES  AND  CULTURAL 
AFFAIRS 

BUREAU  OF  PARKS  AND  RECREATION 

Mat  1,  1976. 

Subpart  C  Endangered  Wildlife  Permits  17.22 

(1)  Capture,  tag  and  release  60  sub-adult 
(under  1.6  m)  Alligators  ( Alligator  mis  sis  sip  - 
piensis)  on  Wassaw  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
and  60  6ubadult  alligators  (under  100  cm) 
on  the  Okefenokee  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Sex  unknown  until  capture. 

(2)  The  alligators  covered  by  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  wild  specimens. 

(3)  Captives  are  useless  for  movement 
studies  and  my  application  does  not  require 
removal  from  the  wild  of  a  single  alligator. 

(4)  N/A 

(6)  Captured  alligators  will  be  tagged  with 
a  #  1  monel  chick  tag  and  released  Immedi¬ 
ately — no  holding  facility. 

(6) 

(i)  Alligators  will  not  be  housed  but  will 
be  released  immediately  after  tagging. 


2'%c-s?<r 


(II)  I  have  captured  wild  and  captive 
alligators  from  12”  to  12'  without  Injury  to 
man  or  alligator  and  I  would  supervise  the 
capture  and  release  of  all  alligators.  In  1963 
I  graduated  from  Texas  Christian  Univer¬ 
sity — B.A.  Biology.  Since  then  I  have  con¬ 
centrated  on  herpetology  and  have  held  my 
present  position  as  Curator  Herpetology  for 
7  years. 

(III)  N/A 

(iv)  Alligators  will  not  be  housed. 

(v)  I  have  never  killed  or  Injured  an  alli¬ 
gator  at  the  point  of  capture. 

(7)  Attached. 

(8)  (i)  I  propose  to  capture  with  nooses  50 
subadult  alligators  on  Otter,  Usher,  Palmetto 
and  Flag  ponds  on  Wassaw.  They  will  be 
tagged  and  released  at  point  of  capture.  60 
sub-adult  alligators  will  be  tagged  and  re¬ 
leased  at  the  point  of  capture  on  Green  River 
to  Mud  Lake  in  the  Okefenokee. 

(11)  Alligators  will  be  noosed  (nylon,  wire) 
and  sex.  length,  condition  location  will  be 
recorded — a  tag  will  be  attached  to  the  toe 
webbing  and  caudals.  Recaptures  will  provide 
Information  on  the  movements  of  subadult 
alligators. 
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(lil)  The  several  hundred  alligators  on 
„  Wassaw  are  In  a  state  of  recovery  and  move¬ 
ments  of  young  animals  In  colonizing  new 
areas  are  Important  In  determining  the  rate 
of  that  recovery.  The  Okefenokee  contains  a 
large  stable  population  of  alligators  and 
movements  of  50- 100cm  animals  away  from 
nesting  areas  would  indicate  rate  of  dis¬ 
persal  from  females. 

(lv)  Alligators  will  not  be  housed. 

R.  Howard  Hunt. 

Documents  and  complete  information 
submitted  in  connection  with  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
•  Servce’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Office 
Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  All 


relevant  comments  received  on  or  before 
July  26,  1976,  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  June  17,  1976. 

Loren  K.  Parcher, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-18303  Filed  6-23-76; 8: 45  am] 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed 
to  have  been  received  under  section  10 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(P.L.  93-205) . 

Applicant:  James  B.  Cope,  Director,  Joseph 
Moore  Museum,  Earlham  College,  Rich¬ 
mond,  Indiana  47374. 


Earlham  College 

RICHMOND.  INDIANA  47374 

Attachment,  for  FWS/LE  PRT  2-169-07.13 
Information  required  by  50  CFR  17.22 

(1)  Common  name:  Indiana  bat.  Scientific 
name:  Myotts  sodalis.  Number:  Indefinite, 
but  as  many  as  possible.  Age:  aU  ages.  Sex: 
males  and  females.  Activity:  banding  on  fore- 
llmb  with  authorized  US-FWS  aluminum 
bands.  Bats  will  be  released  at  the  sites  of 
capture.  Voucher  specimens  and  any  binding 
casualties,  no  more  than  15,  will  be  deposited 
at  the  Joseph  Moore  Museum  of  Earlham 
College. 

(2)  At  the  time  of  application  the  Indiana 
bats  are  stUl  in  the  wild.  No  attempts  will  be 
made  to  remove  them  from  the  wild. 

(3)  In  order  to  collect  the  bats  for  banding, 
mist  nets  of  nylon  mesh  will  be  strung  across 
openings  or  flyways,  and  staff  members  will 
collect  by  hand. 

(4)  Not  applicable. 

(5)  Voucher  specimens  and  any  banding 
casualties,  no  more  than  15,  will  the  de¬ 
posited  at  the  Joseph  Moore  Museum  of 
Earlham  College,  a  4-year  independent  col¬ 
lege  on  National  Road  West  of  Richmond, 
Wayne  County,  Indiana.  This  museum  has  a 
recognized  collection  of  mammal  skins  and 
skulls. 

(6)  Not  applicable. 

(7)  There  are  no  contracts  or  written  agree¬ 
ments  Involved.  Persons  taking  part  In  the 
study  are  James  B.  Cope,  director  of  the 
Joseph  Moore  Museum  and  lecturer  In  Biology 
at  Earlham  College;  Andreas  R.  Richter, 
senior  Biology  major,  and  Donald  Seerley, 
senior  Biology  major.  Dates  for  the  study  are 
June  of  1976  through  October  of  1978. 

(8)  (1,  ii,  lil).  Little  is  known  about  the 
summer  habits  of  Indiana  bats  ( Myotis 
sodalis ) ,  yet  It  Is  during  this  time  of  year  that 
population  Increases  occur  through  the  birth 
of  one  young  per  female.  Dr.  Stephen  Hum¬ 
phrey  of  the  University  of  Florida  and  I  have 
studied  a  summer  population  of  this  species 
for  the  past  two  years,  and  I  would  like  to 
continue  this  research  for  approximately  two 
years. 

My  students  and  I  will  be  following  pre¬ 
viously  banded  individuals  through  their 
nocturnal  activity  cycles,  monitoring  summer 
population  levels,  and  banding  additional  In¬ 
diana  bats  to  establish,  1)  which  caves  are 
used  by  these  individuals  in  the  winter,  and 
2)  whether  the  bats  return  to  the  same 
nurseries  in  successive  summers. 

The  recent  discovery  of  an  additional 
winter  population  of  Indiana  bats,  not  dis¬ 
turbed  by  human  activity  such  as  caving, 
is  an  ideal  situation  for  determination  of 
characteristics  of  an  Indiana  bat  hiber- 
naculum.  Temperature  and  humidity,  two 
very  important  habitat  properties,  will  be 
monitored  remotely  through  the  hiberna¬ 
tion  period,  1  October  to  1  May.  One  visit  will 
be  made  into  the  cave  during  the  winter  to 
consus  population  levels.  The  cave  micro¬ 
climate  data  will  be  useful  in  determining 
that  those  caves  now  being  set  aside  as 
Indiana  bat  “preserves”  are,  and  continue  to 
remain,  suitable  for  the  winter  survival  of 
this  species. 

This  research  will  be  done  by  the  permittee 
with  the  assistance  of  a  few  responsible 
students.  The  major  banding  and  handling 
of  bats  will  be  during  the  summer  when  such 
activity  is  not  detrimental  to  the  animals. 
During  the  winter  only  previously  banded 
bats  will  be  captured  to  have  band  numbers 
read. 

This  will  be  done  to  learn  what  summer  to 
winter  movements  have  taken  place  and  to 
determine  the  longevity  of  the  species.  Sum¬ 
mer  research  will  Involve  the  following  : 


OMB  NJ  .T-Rt. TO 


DEPAIi.-<£NT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

4?? "  u*\ ,  U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

gjLX  ft  ;  FEDERAL  FISH  ANO  WILDLIFE 

LICENSE /PERMIT  APPLICATION 

“No 

1  APPLICATION  Pv*R  art  «*•*,  •/ 

|  J  IMPORT  0M  f  .PORT  LICENSE  PCRMI,  ~ 

A.  Brtit.  DESCRIPTION  OF  ACTIVITY  FOP  CM  PEQuCSTEO  -ICENSE 

OR  PERM!  T  IS  NECOCO. 

To  trap,  capture,  band  and  handle 
the  Indiana  Bat  (Myotis  sodalis).  an 
endangered  species,  for  scientific 
research. 

SvaiVieae,  oi  nmtiom  lot  whi<k  peraiil  «•  re'»«e«*J> 

Janes  B.  Cope 

Joseph  Moore  Museum 

Earlham  College 

Richmond,  Indiana  47374 

AC  317-962-6561,  ext.  345 

4.  W  "APPLICANT"  IS  an  INDIVIDUAL.  COMPLETE  ThC  FOLLOWING 

S»  IF  ••APPLICANT"  IS  A  BL* 
OR  INSTITUTION.  COMPlE 

-~e*pla,n  type  orkIno 

•ness,  corporation,  public  agency. 

TE  THE  FOLLOW. NG 

K “«•  □««» 

HEIGHT 

6f 

WEIGHT 

200 

F  BUSINESS.  AGENCY.  OR  INSTITUTION 

ORTE  OF  B*RTM 

18  Sept.  1920 

COLOR  HAIR 

gray 

COLOR  EVES 

hazel 

PHONE  NUMBER  WHERE  EMPLOY CO 

AC. 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMBER 

137-14-7402 

OCCUPATION 

college  teaching 

ANY  BUSINESS,  AGENCY.  OP  INSTITUTIONAL  AFFILIATION  HAVING 

TO  00  WITH  THE  WILOL1FE  TO  BE  COVERED  BY  THIS  LICENSE  .PERMIT 

NAME.  TiTtE.  and  PHONE  NUMBER  OF  PRESIDENT.  PRtNClPAC 

OFFICER.  DIRECTOR,  ETC, 

ir  APPLICANT"  IS  4  CORPORATION.  INC  :ATE  STATE  IN  WH.CN 
INCORPORATED 

t.  LOCATION  WHERE  PROPOSES)  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  BE  CONDUCT EO 

Indiana,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  Illinois 

7.  DO  YOU  HOLD  ANY  CURRENTLY  VAliO  FEDERAL  F  Sew  An3 

WILOLIFE  LICENSE  OR  PERMIT*  £XtES  U  NO 

til  ;*i,  lit  I  lictt •••  ot  fimil  mumbtrs} 

3-SC-2  Migratory  bird  permit 

•.  IF  RCOUIREO  ev  ANY  STATE  OR  FORE ’ON  GOVERNMENT.  DO  YOU 

NAVE  THEIR  APPROVAL  TO  CONOUCT  ThE  ACTIVITY  YOU 

PROPOSE?  —  □  YE*  XX  NO 

III  Ml,  liil  /wUWiKmi  Ml  i/jte  ml  ^KiaiBUj 

In  process  of  obtainirg. 

&  CERTIFIED  CHECK  OR  MONEY  OWOER  (,l  pppU caAfsj  PAYABLE  TO 

THE  U.S.  FISH  ANO  WILOLIFE  SERVICE  ENCLOSEO  IN  AMOUNT  OF 

ft 

10.  DCSIREO  EFFECTIVE 
OATC 

1  June  19?6 

II.  OURATION  NECCEO  ! 

to  1  June  1978 

12.  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  INFORMATION  REOU'RCD  FOR  Yh£  TYPE  OF  LlCENSE/PE«W4i T  REOuESTEO  fje*  SO  CFA  JJ./XA/j  MUST  G£ 

ATTACHE O,  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INTEGRAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPLICATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  OF  50  CFR  UNDER  WHICH  ATTACHMENTS  ARfc 

JWOVIOEO. 

17.22  (FR  vol  40  no,  188) 

CERTIf  ICATICN 

1  HEREBY  CERTIFY  THAT  1  HAVE  READ  AMO  A.  FAMILIAR  WITH  YME  REGULATIONS  CONTAINED  IN  TITLE  50,  FART  1).  OF  THE  CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  AND  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IN  SUBCHAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  1  OF  TITLE  JO,  ANO  1  FURTHER  CERTIFT  THAT  THE  INFOR. 
NATION  SUBMITTED  IN  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE/PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  ANO  ACCURATE  TO  THE  BEST  OF  MT  KNOWLEDGE  AND  BELIEF. 

1  UNDERSTAND  THAT  ANT  FALSE  STATEMENT  HEREIN  MAT  SUBJECT  ME  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  M  U.J.C.  1001. 

MNATUfi  II.  W. 

OAT« 

I  V-J  UPC 
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trapping,  banding,  weighing,  collecting  of 
ectoparasites,  and  determining  sex  and  re¬ 
productive  condition.  All  of  this  work  can  be 
done  without  harming  or  killing  the  bats. 

In  summary  the  activities  planned  are:  to 
trap.  net.  collect  and  handle  Indiana  bats,  to 
band  the  collected  bats  and  collect  ectopara¬ 
sites  from  them,  to  collect  voucher  speci¬ 
mens,  no  more  than  15,  including  any  band¬ 
ing  casualties  and  to  release  the  collected 
bats  unharmed. 

(ivj,  All  Indiana  bats  will  be  released  at 
the  sites  of  capture.  Those  specimens  col¬ 
lected  as  voucher  specimens  will  be  deposited 
at  the  Joseph  Moore  Museum  of  Earlham 
College  Richmond,  Indiana. 

James  B.  Cope. 

Director,  Joseph  Moore  Museum. 

Documents  and  complete  information 
submitted  in  connection  with  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 


data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably,  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or 
before  July  26,  1976,  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  June  17,  1976. 

Loren  K.  Parcher, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

IFR  Doc.76-18350  Piled  6-23  76:8:45  am| 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  application  for  a  permit  is 
deemed  to  have  been  received  under 
section  10  of  the  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-205) . 

Applicant:  Elmer  I.  Brenneman,  Route  1, 
Accident.  Maryland  21520. 


Permit  Application 

1.  Pheasants:  Swlnhoe  (Lophura  swinholl) 

1  male  and  2  females  2  years  old.  And  Mikado 
(Syrmatlcus  Mikddo)  1  male  and  1  female 

2  years  old.  Would  like  to  be  able  to  buy  and 
sell  the  above  for  propagation  and  to  bring 
In  new  unrelated  stock  to  Insure  strong 
stock. 

2.  (Ill)  Wildlife— Born  in  captivity. 

3.  By  purchasing  the  above  pheasants. 
Raised  In  captivity  from  other  breeders  in 
the  U.S.  Then  picking  them  up  at  the  farm 
and  transporting  them  by  car  in  crates  lined 
with  foam  rubber  padding.  The  trip  by  car 
would  be  about  4  to  5  hours. 

4.  The  pheasants  I  would  like  to  purchase 
were  raised  by  L  &  L  Pheasantry  Heggins  Pa. 
and  by  Ray  J.  Yoder  at  Applecreek.  Ohio. 
I  would  like  to  purchase  part  of  the  above 
species  from  the  two  different  breeders  so 
I  can  have  unrelated  stock. 

5.  The  birds  will  be  kept  at  my  place  in 
pens  12'  x  20'  x  5*4'  high  at  Route  1,  Acci¬ 
dent.  Md.  21520. 

6.  (1). 


X  by  12  ft 
enclosed  shed 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

12  by  20  ft,  by  5h  ft 
liiph.  1-  by  2-in 
welded  wire  runs. 

Same  as 

1. 

Same  as 

1. 

Same .  as 
1. 

These  pens  are  12'  x  20'  x  5lA',  1”  x  2” 
welded  wire  runs  with  8'  x  12’  enclosed  shed 
on  three  sides  and  roof.  Open  front  of  shed 
faces  southeast. 

(ii)  I  started  raising  a  few  Ringnecks  and 
Bobwhite  quail  7  years  ago.  Then  over  the 
years  I  have  added  3  kinds  of  golden  pheas¬ 
ants.  silvers,  reeves,  laddy  amherst,  swlnhoe. 
along  with  wild  turkeys,  ped  fowl,  chuckers 
and  quail. 

(ill)  Yes.  I  would  be  willing  to  participate 
in  a  cooperative  breeding  program  and  keep 
accurate  records.  I  feel  this  would  be  very 
important  in  insuring  their  survival. 

(iv)  The  crates  I  would  use  for  transpor¬ 
tation  would  be  made  out  of  plywood,  top 
and  sides  lined  with  y2  inch  foam  padding, 
the  ends  are  made  of  peg  board  for  ventila¬ 
tion.  The  size  of  crates  1  ft.  wld :  2  ft.  long 
and  18  in.  high.  Feed  and  water  cabinets 
wired  in  2  front  corners.  I  would  pick  the 
birds  up  at  farm  and  transport  by  car.  The 
driving  time  would  be  4  to  5  hours. 

(v)  I  have  lost  very  few  adult  birds.  There 
was  1  amherst  hen  that  I  believe  came 
from  musty  feed.  Then  there  was  a  couple 
lost  from  head  bumping.  I  am  now  very 
careful  how  I  store  my  feed.  I  also  plan  on 
changing  all  pen  covering  to  plastic  netting 
within  the  next  6  weeks  to  guard  against 
head  bumping.  I  also  medicate  about  every 
6  weeks  and  give  vitamins  in  water  regularly. 
The  first  couple  years  I  had  some  trouble 
housing  young  birds.  I  then  changed  to 
higher  protein  feed  and  vitamins  in  their 
water.  Since  that  time  I  have  lost  very  few 
young. 

7.  There  are  no  contracts  or  agreements. 
If  I  get  the  permit,  I  will  purchase  these 
birds  from  L  &  L  Pheasantry  Heglns.  Pa.  and 
Ray  J.  Yoder,  Applecreed.  Ohio. 

8.  (i)  I  plan  to  keep,  breed,  buy  and  sell 
for  propagation. 

(ii)  I  will  supply  pens,  housing,  feed  and 
care  to  the  best  of  my  ability. 

(iii)  I  want  only  to  propagate  these  species 
of  wildlife  to  insure  their  continued  sur¬ 
vival.  I  always  had  a  great  love  for  wildlife 
and  it  gives  me  a  great  deal  of  pride  and 
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satisfaction  to  be  able  to  Keep  and  breed 
tbem.  Especially  those  threatened  with  ex¬ 
tinction. 

(iv)  If  I  ever  do  have  to  give  them  up  for 
some  reason  I  will  sell  them  to  some  other 
capable  breeder. 

Documents  and  complete  information 
submitted  in  connection  with  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K 
Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (PWS/LE), 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Office 
Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  All 
relevant  comments  received  on  or  before 
July  26,  1976,  will  be  considered. 


Dated:  June  11, 1976. 

Loren  K.  Parcher, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-18304  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  ami 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  <P.L. 
93-205). 

Applicant:  Florida  State  Museum,  University 
of  Florida,  Gainesville,  Florida  32611,  Dr. 
Stephen  Humphrey. 


Florida  State  Museum 

UNIVERSITY  or  FLORIDA,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
NATURAL  SCIENCES 

May  14,  1976. 

1.  Indiana  Bat,  Myotis  sodalis. 

I  seek  authorization  of  two  activities :  sur¬ 
vey  of  summer  habitat  to  search  for  repro¬ 
ducing  populations,  and  visitation  of  caves 
to  census  wintering  populations.  This  re¬ 
quest  is  to  cover  capture  and  release  of  un¬ 
limited  (but  small)  numbers  of  all  ages 
and  sexes,  plus  ten  (10)  of  any  age  or  sex 
to  be  Killed. 

2.  The  animals  to  be  covered  by  the  per¬ 
mit  are  in  the  wild. 

3.  The  wildlife  will  be  obtained  in  a  man¬ 
ner  that  will  not  cause  death  or  removal 
from  the  wild,  except  for  ten  individuals. 

4.  Not  applicable. 

5.  Not  applicable. 

6.  Not  applicable. 

7.  Not  applicable. 

8.  i.  Summer  worK  will  involve  visual  iden¬ 
tification  of  typical  foraging  habitat,  fol¬ 
lowed  by  sampling  to  ascertain  if  Indiana 
Bats  are  present.  Winter  work  will  involve 
visual  censusing  of  hibernating  populations 
in  caves. 

11.  Sampling  in  presumed  summer  habitat 
will  be  by  mist  net  and  shotgun.  Some  sam¬ 
pling  can  be  done  by  nets  that  allow  release 
after  examination  of  captured  animals,  but 
because  of  the  peculiar  foraging  behavior 
of  this  species,  netting  is  an  inefficient  and 
relatively  ineffective  technique.  Therefore  it 
will  be  necessary  sometimes  to  shoot 
a  specimen  to  verify  presence  of  the  species. 
Few  animals  need  to  be  examined  in  the 
hand,  because  the  Bpecies'  flight  pattern  is 
characteristic  and  requires  confirmation  of 
identity  by  only  one  specimen  per  location. 
Winter  census  activity  would  be  a  single 
annual  visit  per  cave  without  handling  (but 
see  below). 

ill.  Several  Federal  and  private  agencies 
have  requested  help  in  learning  if  their  ac¬ 
tivities  would  affect  this  endangered  species. 
My  proposed  summer  activity  would  enable 
me  to  Inform  agencies  if  Indiana  Bat  popu¬ 
lations  occupy  habitat  that  Is  to  be  altered. 
I  have  no  self-motivated  plans  to  conduct 
any  winter  activity,  but  because  of  my 
knowledge  of  Indiana  Bat  winter  sites,  I 
may  be  called  upon  to  help  with  the  annual 
monitoring  of  numbers  as  called  for  in  the 
Recovery  Plan. 

iv.  Any  specimens  collected  would  be  de¬ 
posited  in  the  mammal  collection  of  the 
Florida  State  Museum. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen  R.  Humphrey, 
Assistant  Curator  in  Mammalogy. 

2.  As  principal  investigator  of  interior's 
study  on  ecology  of  the  Indiana  Bat,  Myotis 
sodalis,  I  wish  to  continue  summer  research. 
We  are  the  only  biologists  familiar  with  the 
species’  summer  habitat  and  experienced  at 
finding  nursery  colonies.  Several  federal  and 
private  agencies  have  requested  help  in  learn¬ 
ing  if  their  activities  would  affect  this  en¬ 
dangered  species.  I  want  to  be  able  to  assist 
them  by  continuing  to  search  for  summer 
populations.  In  some  cases,  identification  of 
bats  in  the  field  might  require  shooting,  so 
I  would  like  permission  to  collect  a  maximum 
of  ten  (10)  Myotis  sodalis;  however,  this  is 
not  an  absolute  requirement  for  my  permit. 
I  also  want  to  be  able  to  conduct  censuses  of 
winter  populations  in  caves.  Because  I  have 
considerable  experience  with  winter  popula¬ 
tions  of  Myotis  sodalis,  I  may  be  called  upon 
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to  help  with  the  annual  monitoring  called  for 
in  the  recovery  plan.  At  this  time,  however,  I 
am  not  planning  any  research  activities  for 
winter,  because  I  know  that  populations  will 
tolerate  very  few  winter  visits. 

12.  Status,  winter  habitat,  and  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  endangered  Indiana  Bat,  Myotis 
sodalis. 

Survival  rates  of  the  endangered  Indiana 
Bat,  Myotis  sodalis. 

Spring  and  autumn  swarming  behavior  in 
the  Indiana  Bat,  Myotis  sodalis. 

Indiana  Bat  habitat:  toward  an  ecosystem 

ethic. 

Documents  and  complete  information 
submitted  in  connection  with  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington.  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS  LE* , 
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U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post 
Office  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  26.  1976,  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  June  16,  1976. 

Loren  K.  Parcher, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

I FR  Doc.76-18305  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am| 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed 
to  hae  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (P.L. 
93-205  > . 

Applicant:  Frederick  S.  Rose,  P.O.  Box  178, 
Cornwall.  New  York  12518. 
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Frederick  S.  Rose 

SO  CFR  17:22  ENHANCING  THE  PROPAGATION  OP 
ENDANGERED  WILDLIFE 

(1)  Swinhoe  Pheasant.  Lophura  swlnholl; 
one  male  and  one  female  2  yr.  old  birds;  raise 
the  birds  as  a  hobby;  should  a  large  excess  oc¬ 
cur,  some  would  be  sold  or  given  to  qualified 
and  authorized  (permit)  people,  namely, 
American  Pheasant  Society  members. 

(2)  (III)  Hatched  and  raised  in  captivity 
(pens)  in  Pennsylvania. 

(3)  Read  an  article  in  the  Gazette  (APS) 
about  swinhoes;  referred  to  my  several  books 
on  pheasants  to  refresh  and  evaluate  my 
working  with  these  birds.  Saw  some  listed  for 
sale,  and  inquired  of  availability  and  price; 
then,  I  wrote  to  you  for  a  permit. 

(4)  State  of  Pennsylvania.  Three  aviaries 
have  them  for  sale. 

(5)  43  Cornwall  Ave.,  Cornwall-on-Hudson, 
N.Y.  My  property  Is  on  the  edge  of  this  vil¬ 
lage  in  a  quiet  area;  there  is  over  an  acre  of 
land  with  plenty  of  trees  and  fresh  air  over¬ 
looking  the  Hudson  River.  Police  patrol  here 
regularly  day  and  night  and  a  fire  hydrant  is 
next  to  my  driveway.  All  utilities — electricity, 
gas,  water,  sewage,  telephone,  etc.  are  In  my 
place.  The  veterinary  lives  one-half  mile  from 
me.  Our  Game  Warden  has  said  that  I  have 
a  beautiful  set-up. 

(6)  (I)  See  the  attached. 

(II)  1925-31  Hatched  and  raised  pheasants, 
chickens  and  pigeons.  1932-36  In  college, 
1937-42,  ”46-"57  Hatched  and  raised  ring- 
neck  pheasants  with  two  other  members  in 
pens  on  our  Rod  &  Gun  Club  property,  1943- 
46  In  the  service,  1952-present  time  Hatched 
and  raised  Ornamental  Pheasants — Goldens, 
Amhests.  Impeyans,  Sulvers  and  Reeves;  also. 
Ruffed  Grouse.  Gambel  Quail  and  Peacocks. 

Have  books  by  Delecour,  Wayne,  Genitts. 
Purina,  etc.  for  study  and  reference.  Sub¬ 
scribe  to  the  Gazette,  Game  Breeder,  etc.  Sev¬ 
eral  game  breeders,  aviaries,  hobbyists,  etc. 
call  or  visit  me  for  opinions  and  advice.  Rec¬ 
ords  re  kept  on  breeders.  Member  American 
Pheasant  Society.  I  am  a  chemist  at  U.S.M.A., 

(III)  I  like  the  specie;  enjoy  and  dedi¬ 
cated  to  this  hobby;  constantly  give  the 
birds  the  proper  and  best  feeds,  water,  vege¬ 
tation  etc.  Sanitation  Is  carefully  practiced; 
medication  given,  when  required,  for  preven¬ 
tion  or  the  like  (never  had  disease  problems 
Thank  the  Lord).  Inspect  and  maintain  pen 
and  housing  areas  all  the  time. 

(IV)  I  will  personally  pick  up  the  birds 
and  bring  them  to  my  place  in  ventilated 
cardboard  boxes  especially  suited  for  birds 
and  their  comfort  and  safety.  Travel  time 
would  be  about  2  hrs.  the  closest  to  4  hrs. 
the  farthest. 

(V)  I  have  only  lost  3  adult  birds  In  my 
pens — 1  cock  broke  his  neck  flying  when 
frightened  by  a  possum;  one  cock  died  of  old 
age  11  yrs.  and  a  hen  died  when  ruptured 
while  laying.  Incubation  hatches  are  above 
40%  which  is  good  for  ornamentals  In  cap¬ 
tivity. 

(7)  No  contracts  have  been  made.  When  I 
get  the  permit.  I'll  call  to  see  if  the  birds  are 
available  and,  if  so.  pick  them  up;  otherwise, 
I  will  have  to  wait  until  fall  or  find  another 
source  of  supply. 

(8)  (I)  I  am  willing  to  help  propagate 
Swinhoe  pheasants  which  are  an  endangered 
specie.  Many  people,  young  and  elderly,  ride 
by  or  desire  to  see  my  birds.  Church  groups 
and  school  groups  arrange  visits;  all  visitors 
are  escorted  by  me  and  kept  a  reasonable 
distance  away  from  the  pens  for  bird  com¬ 
fort.  No  one  but  me  goes  into  the  pens,  and 
I  wear  a  pair  of  rubbers. 

(II)  The  Swinhoes  will  be  a  part  of  my 
ornamental  pheasant  aviary,  and  will  get  the 
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best  care  as  I  do  with  my  present  birds.  They 
are  an  enjoyment  and  a  challenge  to  do  the 
beet  Job  possible. 

(HI)  I  hope  to  enhance  the  propagation 
and  to  encourage  others  to  Join  In  saving 
the  specie.  My  Ruffed  Grouse  project  for  this 
area  has  been  very  successful. 

(IV)  I  will  not  terminate  thlB  hobby!  A 
very  good  friend  of  mine  who  lives  not  far 
from  here  has  ornamentals;  my  wife  has  been 
told  to  give  them  to  him  If  my  daughters 
who  are  grown  up  and  Interested  In  the 
hobby  do  not  wish  to  Keep  and  care  for 
them. 

1.  For  years  as  a  boy,  I  hatched  Rlngneck 
pheasant  eggs  for  the  N.Y.  State  Game  Farm, 
and  turned  over  the  grown  young  birds  to  Mr. 
Valle  Cole,  the  local  game  warden  for  release. 

2.  Since  1956,  I  have  raised  ornamental 
pheasants  and  encouraged  many  young 
people  to  do  wildlife  and  conservation  work — 
several  projects  are  on  now.  The  Scouts  get 
my  bird  revenue  for  camp  and  other  things. 

3.  Membership  In  the  Amer.  Pheasant  So¬ 
ciety  and  rated  a  master  breeder. 

4.  School  groups,  church  groups,  Audobon 
and  other  groups  and  Individuals  came  by 
to  see  the  birds. 

5.  Reading  about  the  Swinhow  status  and 
admiring  the  bird  encouraged  me  to  take 
on  the  breed  and  help  propagate  this  endan¬ 
gered  specie. 

6.  I  have  first  class  pens  and  building;  give 
proper  and  knowledgeable  care  and  a  respon¬ 
sible  person  In  this  community  and  my  pro¬ 
fession. 

7.  Read,  study  and  evaluate  books  and  lit¬ 
erature  oh  pheasants  and  wildlife — Delacour, 
Wayre,  Gerritts,  etc.,  plus  Purina,  Game- 
breeder,  etc.  Several  friends  of  mine  have 
pheasantrles  and/or  shooting  preserves. 

8.  I  am  sure  that  my  ability  and  setup 
qualify  for  a  permit.  These  regulations  and 
requirements  seem  to  be  the  ones  applicable 
to  me — 50  CFR  13.12b;  50  CFR  17.22  Endan¬ 
gered  wildlife  propagation  of  Pheasant,  Swin¬ 
how  (Lophura  swlnholi) .  The  available  birds 
are  pen  raised  In  Pennsylvania. 

Documents  and  complete  information 
submitted  in  connection  with  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600,  1612  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (PWS/LE), 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or 
before  July  26,  1976,  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  June  11, 1976. 

Loren  K.  Parcher, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

|FR  Doc.76-18306  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 

Office  of  Hearing  and  Appeals 

[Docket  No.  M  76-410] 

BEARWALLOW  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301  (c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 


(1970),  Bearwallow  Coal  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  30  CFR  75.1710  to  its  No.  1  Under¬ 
ground  Mine,  located  in  Buchanan 
County,  Virginia. 

30  CFR  75  JL710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  require  in  any  coal  mine  where 
the  height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  elec¬ 
tric  face  equipment.  Including  shuttle  cars, 
be  provided  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  op¬ 
erating  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and 
from  rib  and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  con  function  with  5  75.- 
1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in  per¬ 
tinent  part  rrovides: 

*  *  *  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (f ) 
of  this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment,  including  shuttle  cars,  which  is 
employed  in  the  active  workings  of  each 
underground  coal  mine  on  and  after  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1973,  shall.  In  accordance  with  the 
schedule  of  time  specified  in  subparagraphs 

(1),  (2),  (3),  (4),  (6).  and  (6)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  (a),  be  equipped  with  substantially 
constructed  canopies  or  cabs,  located  and  in¬ 
stalled  In  such  a  manner  that  when  the 
operator  is  at  the  onerating  controls  of  such 
equipment  he  shall  be  protected  from  falls 
of  roof,  face,  or  rib,  or  from  rib  and  face 
rolls.  The  requirements  of  this  paragraph  (a) 
shall  be  met  as  follows: 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  inches  or 
more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  60  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  72  Inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  60  inches; 

(4)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  36  inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  48  inches; 

(5)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  24  inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  36  inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  less  than 
24  inches.  *  *  * 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  equipment  for  which  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  requirements  of  30  CFR 
75.1710-1(5)  is  sought  includes  an  EPling 
Spinner,  Royal  Cutting  Machine,  Paul 
Els  wick  Roof  Bolter,  an  Epling  Tractor, 
Mescher  Tractor,  and  a  Kersey  Tractor. 

2.  The  No.  1  Underground  Mine  is 
located  in  the  Blair  coal  seam,  which  has 
an  average  height  of  30  to  32  inches. 

3.  The  condition  of  the  top  and  floor 
in  the  sections  where  the  equipment  is 
used  is  fair. 

4.  Installation  of  cabs  or  canopies 
would  cut  the  operator’s  vision  in  half. 
The  operator  would  be  cramped  under 
the  cab,  making  handling  of  the  equip¬ 
ment  more  difficult.  Equipment  would 
drag  the  top  and  might  damage  the  roof 
bolts  and  half -headers  holding  the  top. 
Dragging  the  top  might  also  hang  the 
motor,  making  the  equipment  immobile. 
Finally,  the  operator  could  be  injured  by 
the  impact  of  the  cab  striking  the  top. 

5.  Petitioner’s  alternate  method  would 
include  additional  training  on  proper  in¬ 
spections  of  roof  support.  Periodic  in¬ 
spections  of  safety  devices  on  equipment 


would  be  conducted.  Equipment  oper¬ 
ators  would  utilize  the  safety  devices  on 
the  equipment  by  remaining  on  the 
equipment  in  case  of  roof  fall.  Regular 
drills  on  the  handling  of  equipment 
would  be  conducted. 

Request  for  Hearing  oh  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 1976. 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the 
petition  are  available  for  inspection  at 
that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-18322  Filed  6  23-76:8:45  am] 

| Docket  No.  M  76  217] 

CLASSIC  COAL  CORP. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and. 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 

<  1970) ,  Classic  Coal  Corporation  has  filed 
a  petition  to  modify  the  application  of 
30  CFR  75.1710  to  its  No.  1  Mine  located 
in  Pike  County,  Kentucky. 

30  CFR  75.1710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  require  In  any  coal  mine  where 
the  height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  elec¬ 
tric  face  equipment.  Including  shuttle  cars, 
be  provided  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  op¬ 
erating  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and 
from  rib  and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjunction  with 
§  75.1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in 
pertinent  part  provides: 

*  *  *  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (f) 
of  this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment,  including  shuttle  cars,  which  Is 
employed  in  the  active  workings  of  each  un¬ 
derground  coal  mine  on  and  after  January  1, 
1973,  shall,  In  accordance  with  the  sched¬ 
ule  of  time  specified  In  subparagraphs  (1), 

(2),  (3)  ,  (4),  (5),  and  (6)  of  this  paragraph 
(a),  be  equipped  with  substantially  con¬ 
structed  canopies  or  cabs,  located  and  In¬ 
stalled  in  such  a  manner  that  when  the  op¬ 
erator  is  at  the  operating  controls  of  such 
equipment  he  shall  be  protected  from  falls 
of  roof,  face,  or  rib,  or  from  rib  and  face 
rolls.  The  requirements  of  this  paragraph 
(a)  shall  be  met  as  follows: 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  In  coal 
jpalnes  having  mining  heights  of  72  Inches  or 
more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1,  1974,  in  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  60  Inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  72  inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  60  inches; 

(4)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  in  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  36  inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  48  Inches; 
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(6)  On  and  after  January  1.  1976,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  34  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  36  Inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976.  in  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  less  than  24  Inches. 
•  •  • 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  equipment  affected  by  the  pro¬ 
posed  modification  includes  2  mine 
scoops,  1  mobile  Long-Airdox  TD-F24 
Drill.  1  Gales  300  Bolt  Machine. 

2.  The  No.  1  Mine  is  in  the  Winefred 
seam,  which  ranges  from  32  to  48  inches 
in  height.  The  seam  has  ascending  and 
descending  grades,  which  result  in  dips 
in  the  coalbed. 

3.  The  installation  of  canopies  on  the 
equipment  limits  the  vision  of  the  equip¬ 
ment  operators,  thereby  creating  a  haz¬ 
ard  to  the  operators  and  other  miners. 
Also,  the  equipment  could  not  enter  some 
sections  of  the  mine  if  canopies  were  in¬ 
stalled.  The  tops  of  canopies  have  sheared 
roof  bolts,  endangering  the  lives  of 
miners. 

4.  Petitioner  requests  that  the  require¬ 
ments  of  30  CFR  75.1710  be  waived  until 
mine  conditions  improve  to  the  point  that 
they  can  be  used. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 
1976.  Such  requests  or  comments  must  be 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Ap¬ 
peals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies 
of  the  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Offl.ce  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16,  1976. 

I FR  Doc.76-18323  Piled  6-23-76;  8: 45  am  ’ 


[Docket  No.  M  76-231 1 

CONSOLIDATION  COAL  CO. 

Amended  Notice  of  Petition  for  Modifica¬ 
tion  of  Application  of  Mandatory  Safety 
Standard  1 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  UJS.C.  §861(0 
(1970) ,  Consolidation  Coal  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  30  CFR  75.1700  to  its  Williams 
Mine  located  in  Harrison  County,  West 
Virginia,  and  its  Blacks  ville  No.  1  Mine 
located  in  Monongalia  County,  West 
Virginia, 

30  CFR  75.1700  provides: 

Each  operator  of  a  coal  mine  shall  take 
reasonable  measures  to  locate  oil  and  gas 
wells  penetrating  coalbeds  or  any  under¬ 
ground  area  of  a  coal  mine.  When  located, 
such  operator  shall  establish  and  maintain 
barriers  around  such  oil  and  gas  wells  In 


1  Notice  was  first  published  on  Monday, 
April  26,  1976,  at  41  FR  17408,  17409  (1976). 
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accordance  with  State  laws  and  regulations, 
except  that  such  barriers  shall  net  be  less 
than  309  feet  In  diameter,  unless  the  Secre¬ 
tary  or  his  authorized  representative  permits 
a  lesser  harrier  consistent  with  the  ap¬ 
plicable  State  laws  and  regulations  where 
such  lesser  barrier  will  be  adequate  to  pro¬ 
tect  against  hazards  from  such  wells  to  the 
miners  in  such  mine,  or  unless  the  Secre¬ 
tary  or  his  authorized  representative  requires 
a  greater  barrier  where  the  depth  of  the 
mine,  other  geologic  conditions,  or  other 
factors  warrant  such  a  greater  barrier. 

The  substance  of  Petitioners  statement 
is  as  follows: 

1.  Petitioner  seeks  modification  of  that 
portion  of  30  CFR  75.1700  which  stipu¬ 
lates: 

•  *  *  Such  operator  shall  establish  and 
maintain  barriers  around  such  oil  and  gas 
wells  *  *  •. 

2.  The  majority  of  petroleum  wells  in 
the  Williams  Mine  and  the  Blacksville  #1 
Mine  were  drilled  and  many  were  also 
abandoned  between  1890  and  1920  when 
no  standards  for  drilling  and  plugging 
existed.  Oil  and  gas  sands  are  now  nearly 
depleted,  hence  no  appreciable  volume  of 
gas  comes  from  petroleum  reservoirs. 

3.  In  lieu  of  the  provision  to  establish 
and  maintain  barriers  around  oil  and  gas 
wells,  it  Is  proposed  that  the  Pittsburgh 
Coal  Seam  be  sealed  from  surrounding 
strata  at  the  wells  to  be  plugged  as  here¬ 
inafter  described  and  that  such  system 
wall  at  all  times  provide  no  less  than  the 
same  degree  of  safety  as  intended  by  the 
Act. 

4.  To  provide  no  less  than  the  same 
measure  of  protection  intended  by  the 
Act,  the  Petitioner  proposed  to  do  the 
following: 

(a)  Plug  the  wells  in  the  two  mines 
using  a  proven  technique  developed 
through  a  series  of  cooperative  agree¬ 
ments  between  the  United  States  Bureau 
of  Mines,  the  Energy  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Administration,  the  Mining 
Enforcement  and  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion,  and  the  coal  industry.  A  diagram 
accompanying  the  petition  shows  this 
technique,  which  will  be  used  at  each  well 
in  a  manner  acceptable  to  and  monitored 
by  MESA.  Plugs  will  be  placed  in  the 
wellbore  below  the  base  of  the  Pittsburgh 
coalbed  which  will  prevent  any  natural 
gas  from  entering  the  mine  after  the  well 
is  mined  through.  Before  the  well  is  fill¬ 
ed  to  the  Pittsburgh  coalbed.  Petitioner 
may  run  a  directional  survey  on  the  well 
to  determine  the  exact  location  of  the 
wellbore  in  the  coalbed;  but  if  it  does 
not,  and  if  it  does  not  penetrate  the  well¬ 
bore  in  mining.  Petitioner  shall  continue 
mining  until  the  well  is  located.  Gamma 
ray  neutron  and  caliper  logs  shall  be  run 
in  the  well  to  determine  the  exact  depth 
of  the  coalbed,  the  most  competent  for¬ 
mation  for  setting  a  mechanical  bridge 
plug  if  needed,  and  the  wellbore  diameter 
for  calculating  the  cement  requirements. 
An  automatic  tracer  injector  unit  of  sul¬ 
fur  hexafluoride  will  be  placed  in  the 
well.  The  well  will  be  plugged  back  to  the 
base  of  the  Pittsburgh  coalbed  using  an 
expandable  cement  and  fly-ash -gel  water 
slurry.  A  50  percent  fly-ash-cement  mix 
will  be  used  to  fill  the  wellbore  from  the 
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base  of  the  Pittsburgh  coalbed  to  the  sur¬ 
face. 

(b)  Petitioner  shall  mine  through  and 
remove  segments  of  the  wells  between 
the  mine  pavements  and  roof  during  its 
normal  mining  cycle  in  accordance  with 
mining  projections  filed  with  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  State  of  West  Virginia 
Department  of  Mines  and  the  district 
manager  of  MESA.  Petitioner,  in  coop¬ 
eration  with  MESA,  shall  monitor  the 
mine  atmosphere  during  such  mining 
and  for  a  period  of  six  (6)  months  there¬ 
after  for  traces  of  gas. 

(c)  A  federal  mine  inspector  shall  be 
present  during  the  mining  through  oper¬ 
ations.  Mining  through  will  be  accom¬ 
plished  during  a  shift  to  be  determined  by 
the  district  manager  of  MESA,  such  de¬ 
termination  to  be  made  following  a  Joint 
meeting  of  representatives  of  United 
Mine  Workers  of  America.  MESA,  West 
Virginia  Department  of  Mines  and  Pe¬ 
titioner  to  discuss  the  mining  through. 

(d)  Petitioner  shall  instruct  all  per¬ 
sonnel  in  the  affected  area  to  proceed 
with  caution  when  mining  into  and 
through  the  well-support  pillar,  and 
especially  diligent  efforts  shall  be  made 
to  assure  a  gas-free  atmosphere  in  the 
affected  areas.  In  addition  to  the  meth¬ 
ane  testing  procedures  in  Part  75,  Title 
30,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  a  fire¬ 
boss  date-board  shall  be  placed  in  the 
area  and  methane  examinations  made 
at  least  once  per  shift  bv  a  qualified 
person  during  development  and  retreat 
work  using  an  approved  methane  de¬ 
tector,  recording  the  date  and  the  time 
of  the  examination  on  the  date-board. 
Petitioner  will  cooperate  with  MESA  to 
samnle  for  gas  before,  during  and  after 
mining  through  each  well. 

5.  The  alternate  proposal  as  above 
described  will  at  all  times  provide  no 
less  than  or  a  greater  measure  of  safety 
than  intended  by  the  Act,  as  the  alter¬ 
nate  proposal  will  effect: 

(a)  The  elimination  of  possible  gas 
flow  path, 

•(b)  The  simplification  of  the  mine 
ventilptton  and  haulage  system,  and 

(c)  The  improvement  of  subsidence 
control  in  second  mining. 

6.  Petitioner  respectfully  requests  that 
this  Petition  for  Modification  of  Appli¬ 
cation  of  Mandatory  Safety  Standard 
75.1700  be  granted. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  July  26. 
1976.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-18324  Filed  6-23-76;8:46  am) 
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[Docket  No.  M  76-411] 

E  &  J  COAL  COMPANY 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 
(1970),  E  &  J  Coal  Company  has  filed 
a  petition  to  modify  the  application  of 
30  CFR  75.1710  to  its  No.  3  Mine  located 
near  Zela,  West  Virginia. 

30  CFR  75.1710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  require  in  any  coal  mine  where 
the  height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  elec¬ 
tric  face  equipment,  Including  shuttle  cars, 
be  provided  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  oper¬ 
ating  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and 
from  rib  and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjunction  with  §  75.- 
1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in  per¬ 
tinent  part  provides : 

*  •  •  Except  as  provided  In  paragraph  (f) 
of  this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment,  including  shuttle  cars,  which  is 
employed  In  the  active  workings  of  each 
underground  coal  mine  on  and  after  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1973,  shall,  in  accordance  with  the 
schedule  of  time  specified  in  subparagraphs 

(1),  (2),  (3),  (4),  (8),  and  (6)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  (a),  be  equipped  with  substantially 
constructed  canopies  or  cabs,  located  and 
Installed  In  such  a  manner  that  when  the 
operator  is  at  the  operating  controls  of  such 
equipment  he  shall  be  protected  from  falls 
of  roof,  face,  or  rib,  or  from  rib  and  face 
rolls.  The  requirements  of  this  paragraph  (a) 
shall  be  met  as  follows: 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  inches  or 
more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1,  1974,  In  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  60  Inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  72  Inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  6b  Inches; 

(4)  On  and  after  July  1,  1975,  in  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  36  Inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  48  inches; 

(5)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  24  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  36  Inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  less  than  24 
Inches.  *  •  * 

The  substance  of  Petitioner's  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  equipment  for  which  modifica¬ 
tion  of  30  CFR  75.1710-1  is  sought  in¬ 
cludes  the  following:  LRU  Joy,  Joy  6  FC, 
Shuttle  cars,  1-88  Long  Loader. 

2.  The  average  height  of  the  coal  seams 
Is  42  inches.  However,  the  height  varies 
significantly. 

3.  Petitioner  has  installed  canopies  on 
the  equipment  and  machinery  being  used. 
Their  installation  does  not  permit  clear¬ 
ances  between  the  top  of  the  equipment 
and  the  roof  adequate  to  allow  installa¬ 
tion  of  the  canopies  without  creation  of 
other  hazards  to  the  operators  of  the 
equipment. 

4.  Because  of  the  variations  in  seam 
height,  the  operators  must  leave  the  ma¬ 
chines  to  make  certain  adjustments. 
These  adjustments  cannot  be  readily  ac¬ 
complished  with  the  canopies  in  place. 


5.  In  other  situations  there  is  not  suffi¬ 
cient  clearance  to  permit  the  machines 
to  w’ork  without  making  contact  with  the 
roof,  ribs  and  other  equipment  and  haul- 
ways  in  the  mine. 

6.  In  addition  thereto,  the  canopies 
destroy  or  partially  block  the  view  of  the 
operator  or  cause  him  to  have  to  protrude 
his  head  from  underneath  the  canopies 
for  proper  visual  inspection. 

7.  Petitioner  has  been  in  contact  with 
other  operators  in  the  area,  as  well  as 
equipment  vendors,  and  finds  that  no 
standard  canopy  now  in  production  can 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  law  and 
still  permit  coal  of  this  height  to  be  satis¬ 
factorily  removed. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 1976. 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Ar¬ 
lington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  pe¬ 
tition  are  available  for  inspection  at  that 
address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16, 1976. 

| PR  Doc.76-18325  Piled  6-23-76; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  76-405] 

EPIC  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §861(0 
(1970),  Epic  Coal  Company  has  filed  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  75.1710  to  its  No.  3  Underground 
Mine  located  in  Buchanan  County,  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

30  CFR  75.1710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  require  In  any  coal  mine  where  the 
height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  electric 
face  equipment.  Including  shuttle  cars,  be 
provided  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  op¬ 
erating  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and 
from  rib  and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjunction  with  §  75.- 
1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in  perti¬ 
nent  part  provides : 

*  •  •  Except  as  provided  In  paragraph  (f) 
of  this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment,  including  shuttle  cars,  which  is 
employed  in  the  active  workings  of  each 
underground  coal  mine  on  and  after  January 
1,  1973,  shall,  In  accordance  with  the  sched¬ 
ule  of  time  specified  in  subparagraphs  (1), 

(2),  (3),  (4),  (5),  and  (6)  of  this  paragraph 
(a),  be  equipped  with  substantially  con¬ 
structed  canopies  or  cabs,  located  and  In¬ 
stalled  In  such  a  manner  that  '  when  the 
operator  is  at  the  operating  controls  of  such 
equipment  he  shall  be  protected  from  falls 
of  roof,  face,  or  rib,  or  from  rib  and  face 
rolls.  The  requirements  of  this  paragraph  (a) 
shall  be  met  as  follows: 


(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  Inches  or 
more; 

(2)  Oh  and  after  July  1, 1974,  In  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  60  Inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  72  Inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  60  inches; 

(4)  On  and  after  July  1, 1975,  In  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  36  Inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  48  Inches; 

(5)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  In  coal 
mines  having  minihg  heights  of  24  inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  36  inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  le6s  than 
24  Inches.  *  *  * 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  equipment  for  which  modifica¬ 
tion  of  30  CFR  75.1710-1  is  requested  In¬ 
cludes  the  following:  Epling  spinner, 
Royal  Cutting  Machine,  Paul  Elswick 
Roof  Bolter,  Epling  Tractor. 

2.  The  No.  3  Underground  Mine  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  Blair  coal  seam,  which 
ranges  from  30  to  32  inches  in  height. 

3.  The  top  and  floor  at  each  working 
section  where  equipment  are  used  is  in 
fair  condition. 

4.  Installation  of  canopies  would  cut 
the  operator’s  vision  in  half.  The  opera¬ 
tor  of  the  machine  would  be  cramped, 
making  it  more  difficult  for  him  to  han¬ 
dle  the  machine.  The  canopy  would  drag 
the  top  in  some  sections  thereby  dam¬ 
aging  the  roof  bolts  and  half  headers 
holding  the  top.  The  motor  could  become 
hung.  Finally,  the  impact  of  the  cab 
striking  the  top  could  injure  the  operator. 

5.  If  the  requirement  for  canopies  is 
waived.  Petitioner  will  provide  additional 
and  supplemental  training  on  proper  in¬ 
spections  for  roof  support.  Periodic  in¬ 
spections  of  the  safety  devices  on  equip¬ 
ment  will  be  conducted.  Operators  will  be 
instructed  to  utilize  the  safety  devices  by 
remaining  on  equipment  in  case  of  a  rock 
fall.  Regular  drills  will  be  held  on  the 
handling  of  the  equipment.  Finally,  the 
haulage  will  be  roof-bolted  to  within  10 
feet  of  the  face  of  the  coal. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 
1976.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-18326  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  76-260] 

G.  &  L.  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
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(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  5  861(c) 
(1970) ,  G.  ti  L.  Coal  Company  has  hied  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  75.1710  to  its  Mine  No.  1  located 
at  Printer,  Kentucky. 

30  CFR  75.1710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  require  in  any  coal  mine  where  the 
height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  electric 
face  equipment.  Including  shuttle  cars,  be 
provided  with  substantially  constructed  can¬ 
opies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  operat¬ 
ing  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and  from 
rib  and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjunction  with  §  75.- 
1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in  per¬ 
tinent  part  provides: 

*  *  ’Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (f) 
of  this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment,  including  shuttle  cars,  which  is 
employed  in  the  active  workings  of  each  un¬ 
derground  coal  mine  on  and  after  January  1, 
1973.  shall,  in  accordance  with  the  schedule 
of  time  specified  in  subparagraphs  (1),  (2), 

(3),  (4),  (5),  and  (6)  of  this  paragraph  (a), 
be  equipped  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies  or  cabs,  located  and  installed  in 
such  a  manner  that  when  the  operator  is  at 
the  operating  controls  of  such  equipment  he 
shall  be  protected  from  falls  of  roof,  face, 
or  rib,  or  from  rib  and  face  rolls.  The  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  paragraph  (a)  shall  be 
met  as  follows:  * 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  Inches  or 
more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  60  inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  72  inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  60  inches; 

(4)  On  and  after  July  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  36  inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  48  inches; 

(5)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  24  inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  36  inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  less  than  24 
inches.  *  •  * 

The  substance  of  Petitoner’s  statement 
is  as  follows : 

1.  Petitioner  seeks  modification  of  30 
CFR  75.1710-1  for  equipment  used  in  its 
Mine  No.  1,  The  equipment  affected  in¬ 
cludes  the  following: 

1  AR4  scoop  manufactured  by  Elk- 
horn  Industrial  Products,  Inc: 

1  DLE  100  scoop  manufactured  by  Elk- 
horn; 

1  Wilcox  roof  bolter. 

2.  Mine  No.  1  is  located  in  Elkhorn 
seam  No.  4.  The  height  of  the  coal  seam 
is  approximately  48  to  50  inches. 

3.  Due  to  the  coal  height,  the  rolling 
bottom,  and  the  use  of  half  headers  with 
roof  bolts,  it  is  hazarodus  to  install  cano¬ 
pies.  Also,  the  equipment  operators  feel 
that  due  to  the  cramped  position  in  which 
they  must  operate  the  equipment  if  cano¬ 
pies  are  installed,  the  canopies  create  a 
safety  hazard  and  do  not  make  it  safer 
for  them  to  operate  the  equipment. 

4.  Petitioner’s  proposed  alternate 
method  is  to  not  install  the  canopies. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 


nish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 1976. 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Hearings,  Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Ar¬ 
lington.  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the 
petition  are  available  for  inspection  at 
that  address. 

James  R.  Richards 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16,  1976. 

|FR  Doc.76-18327  Filed  6  23-76:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  76-406| 

HITE  PREPARATION  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301(c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §861(c) 
(1970),  Hite  Preparation  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1710  to  its  G-16  Mine  lo¬ 
cated  in  Floyd  County,  Kentucky. 

30  CFR  75.1710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  require  in  any  coal  mine  where  the 
height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  electric 
face  equipment,  including  shuttle  cars,  be 
provided  with  substantially  constructed  cano¬ 
pies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  operating 
such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and  from  rib 
and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjunction  with 
§  75.1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in 
pertinent  part  provides: 

•  *  *  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (f) 
of  this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment,  including  shuttle  cars,  which  is 
employed  in  the  active  workings  of  each  un¬ 
derground  coal  mine  on  and  after  January  1, 
1973,  shall,  in  accordance  with  the  schedule 
of  time  specified  in  subparagraphs  (I),  (2), 
(3),  (4),  (5),  and  (6)  of  this  paragraph  (a), 
be  equipped  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies  or  cabs,  located  and  installed  in 
such  a  manner  that  when  the  operator  is  at 
the  operating  controls  of  such  equipment  he 
shall  be  protected  from  falls  of  roof,  face,  or 
rib,  or  from  rib  and  face  rolls.  The  require¬ 
ments  of  this  paragraph  (a)  shall  be  met  as 
follows: 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  inches 
or  more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  60  Inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  72  Inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  Inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  60  inches; 

(4)  On  and  after  July  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  36  Inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  48  inches; 

(5)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  24  Inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  36  inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  less  than 
24  inches.  *  *  * 

The  substance  of  Petitioner's  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  electric  face  equipment  for 
which  modification  of  30  CFR  75.1710-1 
is  sought  includes  three  Elkhorn  Indus¬ 
trial  Products  Corp.  Scoops  Model  No. 


DLE-1  and  two  Pauls  Repair  Shop  Roof 
Bolters  Model  No.  Mark  IV. 

2.  G-16  Mine  is  a  drift  mine  in  a  coal 
seam  which  has  an  average  height  of 
36  inches. 

3.  The  bottom  in  the  mine  is  uneven. 

4.  he  addition  of  canopies  would  re¬ 
quire  the  operator  to  extend  his  head 
out  of  the  side  of  the  machine  to  get 
adequate  vision  and  would,  therefore, 
result  in  decreased  safety  for  the  miners. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 
1976.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior.  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington.  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-18328  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  M  76-413( 

HITE  PREPARATION  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301(c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  5  861(c) 
(1970),  Hite  Preparation  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1710  to  its  Mine  BX  51  lo¬ 
cated  in  Floyd  County,  Kentucky. 

30  CFR  75.1710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  require  in  any  coal  mine  where 
the  height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  elec¬ 
tric  face  equipment.  Including  shuttle  cars, 
be  provided  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  oper¬ 
ating  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and 
from  rib  and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjunction  with  §  75.- 
1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in  perti¬ 
nent  part  provides : 

*  •  *  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (f )  of 
this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment,  including  shuttle  cars,  which  is 
employed  in  the  active  workings  of  each 
underground  coal  mine  on  and  after  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1973,  shall,  in  accordance  with  the 
schedule  of  time  specified  in  subparagraphs 

(1),  (2),  (3).  (4),  (5).  and  (6)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  (a),  be  equipped  with  substantially 
constructed  canopies  or  cabs,  located  and 
Installed  in  such  a  manner  that  when  the 
operator  is  at  the  operating  controls  of  such 
equipment  he  shall  be  protected  from  falls 
of  roof,  face,  or  rib,  or  from  rib  and  face 
rolls.  The  requirements  of  this  paragraph 
(a)  shall  be  met  as  follows: 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  Inches  or 
more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1, 1974,  in  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  60  inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  72  Inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  60  inches; 
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(4)  On  and  after  July  1, 1975,  In  coal  mines 
having  mining  'heights  of  36  Inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  48  Inches; 

(6)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  24  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  36  Inches;  and 

(8)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  In  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  less  than  24 
inches.  •  •  • 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  electric  face  equipment  for 
which  modification  of  30  CFR  75.1710-1 
Is  sought  includes  a  scoop  and  roof 
bolter. 

2.  Mine  BX  is  a  drift  mine  in  a  coal 
seam  which  has  an  average  height  of  32 
Inches. 

3.  There  are  uneven  bottom  conditions 
In  the  mine. 

4.  The:  addition  of  canopies  would  re¬ 
quire  the  operator  of  the  equipment  to 
extend  his  head  out  of  the  side  of  the 
machine  to  get  adequate  vision  and  would 
therefore  result  in  decreased  safety  for 
the  miners. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comment 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 1976. 
Buch  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the 
petition  are  available  for  inspection  at 
that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 

Director, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-18329  Filed  6-23-76; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  76-414] 

HITE  PREPARATION  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  8  861(c) 
(1970),  Hite  Preparation  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1710  to  its  BX  54  Mine,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Floyd  County,  Kentucky. 

30  CFR  75.1710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  require  In  any  coal  mine  where 
the  height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  elec¬ 
tric  face  equipment.  Including  shuttle  cars, 
be  provided  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  op¬ 
erating  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and 
from  rib  and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjuction  with  §  75.- 
1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in  perti¬ 
nent  part  provides: 

•  *  •  Except  as  provided  In  paragraph  (f) 
of  this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment,  including  shuttle  cars,  which  Is 
employed  In  the  active  workings  of  each  un¬ 
derground  coal  mine  on  and  after  January  1, 
1973,  shall,  in  accordance  with  the  schedule 
of  time  specified  In  subparagraphs  (1),  (2), 


(3),  (4),  (5),  and  (6)  of  this  paragraph  (a), 
be  equipped  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies  or  cabs,  located  and  Installed  In 
such  a  manner  that  when  the  operator  Is  at 
the  operating  controls  of  such  equipment  he 
shall  be  protected  from  falls  of  roof,  face,  or 
rib,  or  from  rib  and  face  rolls.  The  require¬ 
ments  of  this  paragraph  (a)  shall  be  met  as 
follows: 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  Inches  or 
more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1,  1974,  in  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  60  inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  72  inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  60  inches; 

(4)  On  and  after  July  1,  1975,  In  coal  mines 
having  mining  hlghts  of  36  inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  48  inches; 

(5)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  24  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  36  Inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  In  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  less  than  24 
Inches.*  *  • 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  electric  face  equipment  for 
which  modification  of  30  CFR  75.1710-1  is 
sought  includes  a  scoop  and  a  roof  bolter. 

2.  BX  54  Mine  is  a  drift  mine  in  a  coal 
seam  which  has  an  average  height  of  44 
inches. 

3.  The  bottom  of  the  seam  is  uneven  in 
this  mine. 

4.  The  addition  of  canopies  would  re¬ 
quire  the  equipment  operator  to  extend 
his  head  out  of  the  side  of  the  machine 
to  get  adequate  visibility  and  would 
therefore  result  in  decreased  safety  for 
the  miners. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 
1976.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-18330  Filed  6  -23-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  76-412] 

H.  &  J.  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  8  861(c) 
(1970),  H.  &  J.  Coal  Company  No.  2  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1710  to  its  No.  2  Under¬ 
ground  Mine,  located  in  Buchanan  Coun¬ 
ty,  Virginia. 

30  CFR  75.1710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  require  in  any  coal  mine  where  the 
height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  electric 


face  equipment.  Including  shuttle  cars,  be 
provided  with  substantially  eonstnicted  can¬ 
opies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  operating 
such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and  from  rib 
and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjunction  with 
8  75.1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in 
pertinent  part  provides : 

•  *  *  Except  as  provided  In  paragraph  (f)  of 
this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment.  Including  shuttle  cars,  which  Is 
employed  In  the  active  workings  of  each  un¬ 
derground  coal  mine  on  and  after  January  1, 
1973,  shall.  In  accordance  with  the  schedule 
of  time  specified  in  subparagraphs  (1),  (2), 
(3),  (4),  (5),  and  (6)  of  this  paragraph  (a), 
be  equipped  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies  or  cabs,  located  and  Installed  in 
such  a  manner  that  when  the  operator  is  at 
the  operating  controls  of  such  equipment  he 
shall  be  protected  from  falls  of  roof,  face,  or 
rib,  or  from  rib  and  face  rolls.  The  require¬ 
ments  of  this  paragraph  (a)  shaU  be  met  as 
follows : 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  Inches 
or  more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  60  inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  77  inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  60  Inches; 

(4)  On  and  after  July  1, 1975,  In  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  36  Inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  48  inches; 

(5)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  24  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  36  Inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  In  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  less  than  24 
inches.  *  •  • 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  equipment  for  which  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  requirements  of  30  CFR 
75.1710-1(5)  is  sought  includes  an  Epling 
Sprinner,  Royal  Cutting  Machine,  Wilcox 
Roof  Bolter,  and  a  Mescher  Tractor. 

2.  The  No.  2  Underground  Mine  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  Splashdam  coal  seam,  which 
has  an  average  height  of  40  inches. 

3.  The  condition  of  the  top  and  floor 
in  the  sections  where  the  equipment  is 
used  is  fair. 

4.  Installation  of  cabs  or  canopies 
would  cut  the  operator’s  vision  in  half. 
The  operator  would  be  cramped  under 
the  cab,  making  handling  of  the  equip¬ 
ment  more  difficult.  Equipment  would 
drag  the  top  and  might  damage  the  roof 
bolts  and  half -headers  holding  the  top. 
Dragging  the  top  might  also  hang  the 
motor,  making  the  equipment  immobile. 
Finally,  the  operator  could  be  injured  by 
the  impact  of  the  cab  striking  the  top. 

5.  Petitioner’s  alternate  method  would 
include  additional  training  on  proper  in¬ 
spections  of  roof  support.  Periodic  in¬ 
spections  of  safety  devices  on  equipment 
would  be  conducted.  Equipment  opera¬ 
tors  would  utilize  the  safety  devices  on 
the  equipment  by  remaining  on  the 
equipment  in  case  of  roof  fall.  Regular 
drills  on  the  handling  of  equipment 
would  be  conducted. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur- 
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nish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 1976. 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard, 
Arlington.  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the 
petition  are  available  for  inspection  at 
that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-18331  Filed  6-23-76,8:45  am| 


[Docket  No.  M  76-275 [ 

L  AND  M  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 
(1970) ,  L  and  M  Coal  Company  has  filed 
a  petition  to  modify  the  application  of 
30  CFR  75.1710  to  its  No.  1  Underground 
Mine  located  in  Logan  County,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

30  CFR  75-1710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  require  in  any  coal  mine  where 
the  height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  elec¬ 
tric  face  equipment,  including  shuttle  cars, 
be  provided  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  oper¬ 
ating  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and 
from  rib  and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjunction  with  §  75.- 
1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in  perti¬ 
nent  part  provides : 

•  •  *  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (f) 
of  this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment,  including  shuttle  cars,  which  is 
employed  in  the  active  workings  of  each 
underground  coal  mine  on  and  after  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1973,  shall,  in  accordance  with  the 
schedule  of  time  specified  in  subparagraphs 

(1),  (2),  (3).  (4),  (5),  and  (6)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  (a),  be  equipped  with  substantially 
constructed  canopies  or  cabs,  located  and  in¬ 
stalled  in  such  a  manner  that  when  the 
operator  is  at  the  operating  controls  of  such 
equipment  he  shall  be  protected  from  falls 
of  roof,  face,  or  rib,  or  from  rib  and  face 
rolls.  The  requirements  of  this  paragraph 
(a)  shall  be  met  as  follows : 

( 1 )  On  and  af  rtaJeanyur 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  inches 
or  more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1, 1974,  in  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  60  inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  72  inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  60  inches; 

(4)  On  and  after  July  1, 1975,  in  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  36  inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  48  inches; 

(6)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  24  inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  36  inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1, 1976,  in  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  less  than  24 
inches.  •  •  * 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  statement 
is  as  follows: 


1.  The  average  height  of  the  coal  seam 
in  which  the  No.  1  Underground  Mine  is 
located  is  49  inches.  The  coal  runs  up  and 
down  in  low  spots  and  high  spots  with 
rolls  in  the  top  and  bottom. 

2.  Petitioner  feels  that  the  coal  is  too 
low  to  put  canopies  on  the  equipment. 
Installation  of  canopies  would  cause  haz¬ 
ards. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 1976. 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Ar¬ 
lington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  pe¬ 
tition  are  available  for  inspection  at  that 
address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16,  1976. 

[FR  Doc  76-18332  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  M  76-407] 

MAY  BRANCH  COAL  CO.  #1 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  8  861(c) 
(1970),  May  Branch  Coal  Company  #1 
has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  30  CFR  75.1710  to  its  No.  1 
Underground  Mine,  located  in  Buchanan 
County,  Virginia. 

30  CFR  75.1710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  require  in  any  coal  mine  where 
the  height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  elec¬ 
tric  face  equipment.  Including  shuttle  cars, 
be  provided  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  op¬ 
erating  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and 
from  rib  and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjunction  with 
§  75.1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in 
pertinent  part  provides : 

•  *  ♦  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (f) 
of  this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment  including  shuttle  cars,  which  is 
employed  in  the  active  workings  of  each 
underground  coal  mine  on  and  after  Janu¬ 
ary  1.  1973,  shall,  in  accordance  with  the 
schedule  of  time  specified  in  subparagraphs 
(1),  (2),  (3),  (4),  (5),  and  (6)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  (a),  be  equipped  with  substantially 
constructed  canopies  or  cabs,  located  and 
installed  in  such  a  manner  that  when  the 
operator  is  at  the  operating  controls  of  such 
equipment  he  shall  be  protected  from  falls 
of  roof.  face,  or  rib,  or  from  rib  and  face 
rolls.  The  requirements  of  this  paragraph 
(a)  shall  be  met  as  follows: 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  inches  or 
more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1, 1974,  in  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  60  inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  72  Inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  inches  or 
more,  but  less  them  60  Inches; 


(4)  On  and  after  July  1,  1975,  in  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  36  inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  48  Inches; 

(5)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  24  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  36  Inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  in  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  less  than  24 
inches.  *  *  * 

The  substance  of  Petitioners  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  equipment  for  which  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  requirements  of  30  CFR  75.- 
1710-1(5)  is  sought  includes  an  Epling 
Spinner,  Royal  Cutting  Machine,  Wilcox 
Roof  Bolter,  and  an  Epling  Tractor. 

2.  The  No.  1  Underground  Mine  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  Blair  coal  seam,  which  has 
an  average  height  of  30  to  32  inches. 

3.  The  condition  of  the  top  and  floor 
in  the  sections  where  the  equipment  is 
used  is  fair. 

4.  Installation  of  cabs  or  canopies 
would  cut  the  operator’s  vision  in  half. 
The  operator  would  be  cramped  under 
the  cab,  making  handling  of  the  equip¬ 
ment  more  difficult.  Equipment  would 
drag  the  top  and  might  damage  the  roof 
bolts  and  half-headers  holding  the  top. 
Dragging  the  top  might  also  hang  the 
motor,  making  the  equipment  immobile. 
Finally,  the  operator  could  be  injured  by 
the  impact  of  the  cab  striking  the  top. 

5.  Petitioner’s  alternate  method  would 
include  additional  training  on  proper  in¬ 
spections  of  roof  support.  Periodic  in¬ 
spections  of  safety  devices  on  equipment 
would  be  conducted.  Equipment  opera¬ 
tors  would  utilize  the  safety  devices  on 
the  equipment  by  remaining  on  the 
equipment  in  case  of  roof  fall.  Regular 
drills  on  the  handling  of  equipment 
would  be  conducted. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 
1976.  Such  requests  or  comments  must  be 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Ap¬ 
peals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards. 

Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16.  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-18333  Filed  6-23-76; 8: 45  amj 


(Docket  No.  M  76-183[ 

PORTER  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  8  861(c) 
(1970),  Porter  Coal  Company  has  filed  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  75.1710  to  its  No.  1  Mine,  Wise, 
Virginia. 

30  CFR  75.1710  provides: 
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An  authorized  representative  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  require  in  any  coal  mine  where  the 
height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  electric 
face  equipment,  Including  shuttle  cars,  be 
provided  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  op¬ 
erating  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and 
from  rib  and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjunction  with 
5  75.1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in 
pertinent  part  provides: 

*  *  *  Except  as  provided  In  paragraph  (f) 
of  this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment,  including  shuttle  cars,  which  Is 
employed  in  the  active  workings  of  each 
underground  coal  mine  on  and  after  January 
1,  1973,  shall.  In  accordance  with  the  schedule 
of  time  specified  In  subparagraphs  (1),  (2), 

(3),  (4),  (5),  and  (6)  of  this  paragraph  (a), 
be  equipped  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies  or  cabs,  located  and  installed  In 
such  a  manner  that  when  the  operator  Is  at 
the  operating  controls  of  such  equipment  he 
shall  be  protected  from  falls  of  roof,  face,  or 
rib,  or  from  rib  and  face  rolls.  The  require¬ 
ments  of  this  paragraph  (a)  shall  be  met  as 
follows : 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  inches  or 
more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1, 1974,  In  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  60  Inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  72  inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  60  Inches; 

(4)  On  and  after  July  1, 1976,  in  coal  mines 
having-  mining  heights  of  36  inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  48  inches; 

(6)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  24  inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  36  Inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  less  than  24 
inohes.  •  *  * 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows : 

1.  In  its  mine  Petitioner  uses  the  fol¬ 
lowing  equipment: 


Height 

Type 

Model 

(In  inches) 

Home  roof  bolter. .  . 

.  D1 _ 

25)5 

hong  airdox  roof  bolter. . 

...  LRB-15A.. 

26 

Scoops  and  tractors . 

_ Kersey  168. 

26 

2.  The  height  of  the  coal  seam  varies 
from  40  to  43  inches.  The  seam  is  slightly 
inclined  and  possesses  frequent  undula¬ 
tions. 

3.  If  canopies  were  installed  on  the 
above-described  equipment,  the  canopies 
could  strike  the  roof,  possibly  damaging 
roof  support.  The  canopies  would  also 
obstruct  the  operator’s  vision,  thereby 
P06ing  a  hazard -to  other  miners  working 
in  the  area. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comuents 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 
1976.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.8.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies 


of  the  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16,  1976. 

I FR  Doc.76-18334  Filed  6-23-76:8.45  am] 


l Docket  No.  M  76-409] 

SOW  BRANCH  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301(c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1996,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 
(1970),  Sow  Branch  Coal  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1710  to  its  No.  1  Under¬ 
ground  Mine,  located  in  Buchanan  Coun¬ 
ty,  Virginia.  '  . 

30  CFR  75.1710  provides:  . 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  require  In  any  coal  mine  where 
the  height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  elec¬ 
tric  face  equipment,  including  shuttle  cars, 
be  provided  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  oper¬ 
ating  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and 
from  rib  and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjunction  with  §  75.- 
1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in  per¬ 
tinent  part  provides: 

*  *  *  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (f) 
of  this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric 
face  equipment,  Including  shuttle  cars,  which 
is  employed  in  the  active  workings  of  each 
underground  coal  mine  on  and  after  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1973,  shall.  In  accordance  with  the 
schedule  of  time  specified  In  subparagraphs 

(1).  (2),  (3),  (4),  (5),  and  (6)  of  this 
paragraph  (a) ,  be  equipped  with  substantial¬ 
ly  constructed  canopies  or  cabs,  located  and 
installed  In  such  a  manner  that  when  the 
operator  is  at  the  operating  controls  of  such 
equipment  he  shall  be  protected  from  falls 
of  roof,  face,  or  rib,  or  from  rib  and  face 
rolls.  The  requirements  of  this  paragraph  (a) 
shall  be  met  as  follows: 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1,  1974,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  inches 
or  more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1,  1974,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  60  Inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  72  inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  in  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  Inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  60  Inches; 

(4)  On  and  after  July  1,  1975,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  36  Inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  48  Inches; 

(5)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  24  Inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  36  inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1,  1976,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  less  than 
24  Inches.  •  •  • 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  equipment  for  which  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  requirements  of  30  CFR  75.- 
1710— (5)  is  sought  includes  an  Epling 
Spinner,  Royal  Cutting  Machine,  Paul 
Elswick  Roof  Bolter,  and  an  Epling 
Tractor. 


2.  The  No.  1  Underground  Mine  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  Blair  coal  seam,  which  has 
an  average  height  of  30  to  32  inches. 

3.  The  condition  of  the  top  and  floor 
in  the  sections  where  the  equipment  is 
used  is  fair. 

4.  Installation  of  cabs  or  canopies 
would  cut  the  operator’s  vision  in  half. 
The  operator  would  be  cramped  under 
the  cab,  making  handling  of  the  equip¬ 
ment  more  difficult.  Equipment  would 
drag  the  top  and  might  damage  the  roof 
bolts  and  half -headers  holding  the  top. 
Dragging  the  top  might  also  hang  the 
motor,  making  the  equipment  immobile. 
Finally,  the  operator  could  be  injured  by 
the  impact  of  the  cab  striking  the  top. 

5.  Petitioner’s  alternate  method  would 
include  additional  training  on  proper  in¬ 
spections  of  roof  support.  Periodic  in¬ 
spections  of  safety  devices  on  equipment 
would  be  conducted.  Equipment  opera¬ 
tors  would  utilize  the  safety  devices  on 
the  equipment  by  remaining  on  the 
equipment  in  case  of  roof  fall.  Regular 
drills  on  the  handling  of  equipment 
would  be  conducted. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 
1976.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies 
of  the  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards. 

Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and,  Appeals. 

June  16,  1976. 

(FR  Doc.76-18335  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  76-105] 

STEARNS  MINING  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301(c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 
(1970),  Steams  Mining  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1405  to  its  Justus  Mine, 
located  in  McCreary  County,  Kentucky. 

30  CFR  75.1405  provides: 

All  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  an 
operator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after  March  30, 
1971,  shall  be  equipped  with  automatic 
couplers  which  couple  by  Impact  and  un¬ 
couple  without  the  necessity  of  persons  go¬ 
ing  between  the  ends  of  the  equipment.  All 
haulage  equipment  without  automatic  cou¬ 
plers  In  use  In  a  mine  on  March  30,  1970, 
shall  also  be  so  equipped  within  4  years  after 
March  30.  1970. 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  Track  haulage  at  the  Justus  Mine 
Is  used  only  for  men  and  supplies.  All 
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coal  is  transported  by  belt.  All  trips  are 
made  up  of  small  trains. 

2.  The  use  of  automatic  couplers  would 
create  problems.  Because  the  coalbed  dips 
and  rolls.  It  would  be  difficult  to  prevent 
the  cars  from  becoming  uncoupled  in  the 
sharp  dips. 

3.  Petitioner  proposes  to  use  a  pin  and 
shackle  coupling  with  a  loop  welded  on 
the  pin  and  shackle.  A  rod  4  feet  long 
would  be  used  to  couple  and  uncouple  the 
cars.  Cars  would  not  be  coupled  or  un¬ 
coupled  while  in  motion.  The  man 
making  the  coupling  would  not  be  be¬ 
tween  the  cars. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 
1976.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  UJ5.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-18336  Filed  6  23-76; 8: 45  J 

[Docket  No.  76-415] 

JIM  WALTER  RESOURCES,  INC. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  5  861(c) 
(1970),  Jim  Walter  Resources,  Inc.,  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1326  to  its  No.  3  Mine  lo¬ 
cated  in  Jefferson  County,  Alabama. 

30  CFR  75.326  provides : 

In  any  coal  mine  opened  alter  March  30, 
1970,  the  entries  used  as  Intake  and  return 
air  courses  shall  be  separated  from  belt  haul¬ 
age  entries,  and  each  operator  of  such  mine 
shall  limit  the  velocity  of  the  .air  coursed 
through  belt  haulage  entries  to  the  amount 
necessary  to  provide  an  adequate  supply  of 
oxygen  In  such  entries,  and  to  Insure  that 
the  air  therein  shall  contain  less  than  1.0 
volume  per  centum  of  methane,  and  such  air 
shaU  not  be  used  to  ventilate  active  work¬ 
ing  places.  Whenever  an  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Secretary  finds.  In  the  case 
of  any  coal  mine  opened  on  or  prior  to 
March  30,  1970,  which  has  been  developed 
with  more  than  two  entries,  that  the  con¬ 
ditions  In  the  entries,  other  than  belt  haulage 
entries,  are  such  as  to  permit  adequately 
the  coursing  of  Intake  or  return  air  through 
such  entries  (a)  the  belt  haulage  entrleS  shall 
not  be  used  to  ventilate,  unless  such  entries 
are  necessary  to  ventilate,  active  working 
places,  and  (b)  when  the  belt  haulage  en¬ 
tries  are  not  necessary  to  ventilate  the  active 
working  places,  the  operator  of  such  mine 
shall  limit  the  velocity  of  the  air  coursed 
through  the  belt  haulage  entries  to  the 
amount  necessary  to  provide  an  adequate 
supply  of  oxygen  In  such  entries,  and  to  In¬ 
sure  that  the  air  therein  shall  contain  less 
than  1.0  volume  per  centum  of  methane. 


The  substance  of  Petitioner's  statement 
is  as  follows: 

1.  Petitioner  is  the  successor  as  of 
January  26,  1976,  to  the  Coal,  Iron  and 
Chemical  Division  of  the  United  States 
Pipe  and  Foundry  Company,  and  is  the 
mine  operator  of  No.  3  Mine  (MESA 
Identification  Number  01-00758) ,  located 
one-half  mile  west  of  Adger  in  Jefferson 
County,  Alabama. 

2.  The  No.  3  Mine  was  opened  in  1973 
by  sinking  three  concrete-lined  shafts 
approximately  1,300  feet  deep  to  the  Blue 
Creek  Coal  Seam.  The  coal  seam  aver¬ 
ages  56  inches  in  thickness  and  the  cover 
ranges  from  1,200-1,600  feet. 

3.  At  the  present  time  No.  3  Mine  is 
operating  three  sections  on  the  Owl  Shift 
and  five  sections  on  the  day  and  evening 
shift  and  produces  approximately  1,042 
tons  a  day. 

4.  No.  3  Mine  currently  employs  385 
wage  employees,  whose  collective  bar¬ 
gaining  representative  is  United  Mine 
Workers  of  America,  International  Union 
1928,  and  whose  President  is  Louis  John¬ 
son,  Jr.,  806  Delta  Street,  Bessemer.  Ala¬ 
bama  35020. 

5.  The  Petitioner’s  mining  projections 
include  five  entries  on  mains,  consisting 
of  two  return  air  entries,  a  belt  entry,  a 
track  entry  and  an  intake  air  entry.  Ad¬ 
ditional  entries  were  not  projected  and 
have  not  been  constructed  because  of  ex¬ 
treme  roof  control  problems  and  mine 
design  limitations  due  to  the  depth  of  the 
coal,  which  would  create  greater  hazards 
for  the  miners  in  the  mine. 

6.  The  Blue  Creek  Coal  Seam  contains 
large  quantities  of  methane.  The  porosity 
of  the  seam  is  quite  high  and  the  per¬ 
meability  of  the  seam  is  low.  U.S.  Bureau 
of  Mine  officials  have  estimated  the  gas 
entrapment  to  be  as  high  as  300  cubic 
feet  of  methane  per  ton  of  coal.  This  con¬ 
dition  requires  large  volumes  of  air  to 
dilute  and  remove  these  large  quantities 
of  methane  from  the  working  faces  and 
the  mine  after  mining.  The  high  rate  of 
methane  liberation  dictates  that  the 
Petitioner  have,  at  certain  times,  as  much 
as  20,000  cubic  feet  of  air  per  minute  to 
dilute  and  render  harmless  the  gas.  The 
Act  only  requires  3,000  cubic  feet  of  air 
per  minute. 

7.  No.  3  Mine,  which  is  still  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  stage,  is  liberating  2,000,000 
cubic  feet  of  methane  in  a  twenty-four 
(24)  hour  period.  Methane  liberation 
may  be  as  high  as  5,000,000  to  7,000,000 
cubic  feet  of  methane  in  a  twenty-four 
(24)  hour  period  when  full  production 
is  achieved. 

8.  Because  of  the  quantity  of  air  needed 
to  ventilate  each  working  place,  extreme¬ 
ly  large  quantities  of  air  are  needed  to  op¬ 
erate  each  section.  Petitioner  has  ob¬ 
tained  an  exception  to  75.327-1  which 
limits  the  velocity  of  air  on  trolley  haul¬ 
age  entries  to  no  greater  than  250  feet 
per  minute.  However,  due  to  the  large 
number  of  future  sections  and  tract 
branches,  the  intake  capacity  of  the  tract 
entries  for  section  use  is  severely  limited, 
leaving  only  one  entry  for  intake  air. 

9.  The  entries  used  for  return,  intake 
and  belt  haulage  are  separated  by  per¬ 
manent  type  stoppings  as  required  by  30 


CFR  75.326.  The  Intake  is  separated  from 
the  trolley  haulage  and  belt  haulage  for 
intake  escapeways  as  required  by  30  CFR 
75.1707.  Currently  the  trolley  haulage 
entry  must  be  separated  from  the  belt 
haulage  entry  because  of  30  CFR  75.326. 
Because  of  the  amount  of  methane  lib¬ 
erated  in  the  Blue  Creek  No.  3  Mine,  ex¬ 
perience  has  indicated  that  limitation  of 
velocity  on  the  belt  entry  creates  risks 
of  pockets  of  methane  in  dead  air  spaces 
in  the  area  of  belt  entries. 

10.  Because  of  the  foregoing.  Petitioner 
has  determined  that  application  of  the 
above-quoted  mandatory  safety  standard 
at  the  Petitioner’s  mine  has  resulted  in  a 
diminution  of  safety  to  miners  in  the 
mine.  Petitioner  proposes  an  alternative 
method  which  will  better  achieve  the 
purposes  sought  to  be  gained  by  such 
standard,  which  alternative  method  will 
at  all  times  guarantee  no  less  than  the 
same  measure  of  protection  that  would 
be  afforded  the  miners  of  its  mine  by  the 
application  of  such  standards.  Such  al¬ 
ternative  method  is  as  follows: 

(a)  Petitioner  will  in  lieu  of  30  CFR 
75.326  utilize  its  belt  entries  as  intake 
air  entries.  Such  intake  air  entries  will 
be  in  addition  to  present  intake  air  en¬ 
tries. 

(b)  The  belt  haulage  and  tract  haulage 
entries  used  as  intake  air  entries  will  be 
isolated  as  a  unit  from  other  intake  air 
entries  and  return  air  entries  by  the  erec¬ 
tion  of  permanent  stoppings.  This  prac¬ 
tice  will  maintain  an  escapeway  ven¬ 
tilated  with  intake  air  and  separated 
from  the  belt  entries  and  any  trolley 
haulage  entries  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
30  CFR  75.1707. 

(c)  Petitioner  will  continue  to  use  ap¬ 
proved  flame -resistant  belts  in  its  belt 
haulage  entries,  provide  each  belt  drive 
with  an  automatic  deluge  system  and 
fire  sensor  devices  at  125  foot  water  lines 
along  these  belt  haulage  entries  and  out¬ 
lets  at  300  foot  intervals  along  these  lines 
and  provide  fire  hoses,  nozzles  and  other 
fittings  at  strategic  locations.  Petitioner 
will  also  provide  each  belt  drive  with  an 
automatic  deluge  system  and  fire  sensor 
devices  at  125  foot  intervals  along  these 
belt  haulage  entries,  provide  high  pres¬ 
sure  water  lines  along  these  belt  entries 
and  outlets  at  300  foot  intervals  along 
these  lines  and  provide  fire  hoses,  nozzles 
and  other  fittings  at  strategic  locations. 
Petitioner  will  also  provide  other  safe¬ 
guards  when  necessary  to  control  dust 
and  prevent  mine  fires. 

(d)  Petitioner  will  install  a  carbon 
monoxide  detection  system  on  all  belt 
entries  used  for  intake  air  that  are  util¬ 
ized  by  others  in  the  mining  industry 
under  the  supervision  of  MESA. 

11.  The  alternative  method  set  forth 
hereinabove  will  provide  no  less  than  the 
same  measure  of  protection  to  the  min¬ 
ers  at  Petitioner’s  Blue  Creek  No.  3  Mine 
than  that  sought  to  be  afforded  by  30 
CFR  75.326. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  In  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 1976. 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
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with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Hearings  Division.  UJ3.  Department  of 
the  Interior.  4015  Wilson  Boulevard. 
Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the 
petition  are  available  for  inspection  at 
that  address.  ' 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-18337  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


l Docket  No.  M  76-373] 

V.  AND  R.  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 

( 1970) ,  V.  and  R.  Cool  Company  has  filed 
a  petition  to  modify  the  application  of 
30  CFR  75.1710  to  its  8-C  Mine,  located 
in  Pike  County,  Kentucky. 

30  CFR  75.1710  provides: 

An  authorized  representative  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  require  in  any  coal  mine  where  the 
height  of  the  coalbed  permits  that  electric 
face  equipment,  including  shuttle  cars,  be 
provided  with  substantially  constructed  can¬ 
opies,  or  cabs,  to  protect  the  miners  operat¬ 
ing  such  equipment  from  roof  falls  and  from 
rib  and  face  rolls. 

To  be  read  in  conjunction  with  Section 
75.1710  is  30  CFR  75.1710-1  which  in 
pertinent  part  provides: 

*  *  *  Except  as  provided  In  paragraph  (f) 
of  this  section,  all  self-propelled  electric  face 
equipment.  Including  shuttle  cars,  which  is 
employed  In  the  active  workings  of  each  un¬ 
derground  coal  mine  on  and  after  January  1, 
1973,  shall.  In  accordance  with  the  schedule 
of  time  specified  In  subparagraphs  (1),  (2). 

(3),  (4),  (5),  and  (6)  of  this  paragraph  (a), 
be  equipped  with  substantially  constructed 
canopies  or  cabs,  located  and  installed  In 
such  a  manner  that  when  the  operator  is  at 
the  operating  controls  of  such  equipment  he 
shall  be  protected  from  falls  of  roof,  face, 
or  rib,  or  from  rib  and  face  rolls.  The  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  paragraph  (a)  shall  be 
met  as  follows: 

(1)  On  and  after  January  1.  1974,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  72  Inches  or 
more; 

(2)  On  and  after  July  1,  1974,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  60  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  72  Inches; 

(3)  On  and  after  January  1,  1975,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  48  Inches  or 
more,  but  less  than  60  Inches; 

(4)  On  and  after  July  1, 1975,  In  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  36  Inches  or  more, 
but  less  than  48  Inches; 

(5)  On  and  after  January  1,  1976,  In  coal 
mines  having  mining  heights  of  24  Inches 
or  more,  but  less  than  36  inches;  and 

(6)  On  and  after  July  1, 1976,  In  coal  mines 
having  mining  heights  of  less  than  24 
inches.  •  •  • 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  statement 
is  as  follows: 

1.  Petitioner  seeks  modification  of  30 
CFR  75.1710-1  with  respect  to  the  use 
of  canopies  on  haulage  equipment  and  a 
roof  bolting  machine  at  its  8-C  Mine. 


The  equipment  affected  includes  one  S. 
6  S.  Scoop  Model  74,  and  a  Wilcox  roof 
bolting  machine. 

2.  The  8-C  Mine  is  in  the  Clintwood 
seam.  The  seam  ranges  in  height  from 
39  to  47  inches. 

3.  The  coal  seam  has  consistent 
ascending  and  descending  grades  which 
create  dips  in  the  coalbed.  Because  of  the 
dips,  canopies  must  be  installed  in  such 
a  manner  that  they  will  not  get  against 
the  roof  and  destroy  roof  supports.  In¬ 
stallation  allows"  only  a  14-inch  vertical 
operating  compartment,  which  limits  the 
vision  of  the  equipment  operator  and 
creates  a  lizard  to  the  operator  and 
other  employees. 

4.  Petitioner's  proposed  alternate 
method  is  to  not  install  canopies. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  July  26, 1976. 
Such  requests  or  comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Hearings  Division,  UJ3.  Department  of 
the  Interior,’  4015  Wilson  Boulevard, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the 
petition  are  available  for  inspection  at 
that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  16,  1976. 

|FR  Doc.76-18338  Filed  6  23-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

[Arndt.  14] 

SALES  OF  CERTAIN  COMMODITIES 

Monthly  Sales  List  (Fiscal  Year  Ending 
June  30, 1976);  Nonfat  Dry  Milk 

The  CCC  Monthly  Sales  List  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1976,  pub¬ 
lished  at  40  FR  30510,  as  amended,  is 
further  amended  as  follows : 

1.  The  last  sentence  of  section  1(b) 
entitled  “General”  published  at  41  FR 
9408  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Interest  at  8%  will  be  charged  for  de¬ 
linquent  payments  on  dairy  product  sales 
and  on  consignment  and  track  grain 
sales. 

2.  The  third  sentence  of  section  27  en¬ 
titled  “Nonfat  dry  milk-Unrestricted  use 
sales”  published  at  41  FR  16674  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

Sales  are  made  under  Announcement 
PV-DS-2. 

(Sec.  4.  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended  (15  U.S.C. 
714b);  sec.  407,  63  Stat.  1055,  as  amended  (7 
TTS.C.  1427) ) 

Effective  date:  May  28,  1976,  2:30  pjn. 
(e.d.t.) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
17,  1976. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[FR  Doc.76-18399  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


Forest  Service 

OREGON  DUNES  NATIONAL  RECREATION 
AREA  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

The  Oregon  Dunes  National  Rec¬ 
reation  Area  Advisory  Council  will  meet 
on  Friday,  August  13,  1976,  at  10  a.m.  in 
the  Conference  Room  of  the  Siuslaw 
National  Forest  headquarters,  545  SW. 
Second,  Corvallis,  Oregon. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  the  results  of  the  NRA  Architec¬ 
tural  and  Engineering  contract  for  de¬ 
velopment  designs  and  to  discuss  a  priv¬ 
ate  landowner  campground  proposal. 
Other  topics  on  the  agenda  include  a  re¬ 
port  on  legal  opinions  requested  by  the 
Council  and  coordination  with  county 
zoning. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should 
notify  Marne  Irwin,  855  Highway  Ave¬ 
nue,  Reedsport,  Oregon  97467.  The  tele¬ 
phone  number  is  503-271-3611.  Written 
statements  may  be  filed  with  the  Coun¬ 
cil  before  or  after  the  meeting. 

The  Council  has  established  the  fol¬ 
lowing  rules  for  public  participation.  Any 
member  of  the  public  who  wishes  to  speak 
must  be  recognized  by  the  Council  Chair¬ 
man.  The  Chairman  will  decide  the  time 
when  public  participation  will  take 
place. 

Rolf  D.  Anderson, 

,  Area  Ranger. 

June  18,  1976. 

I  FR  Doc .76- 18374  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 
[File  No.  23(74)-3;  Case  No.  503] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

CAPTAIN  K.  J.  E.  GAHAGAN  AND 
ROTAVIA  (PTY.)  LTD. 

Order  Denying  Export  Privileges 

Pursuant  to  a  purchase  order  by 
Rotavia  (Pty.)  Ltd.,  Johannesburg,  Re¬ 
public  of  South  Africa,  and/or  6  Clifton 
Road,  Greendale,  Salisbury,  Rhodesia,  by 
its  Managing  Director,  Captain  K.  J.  K 
Gahagan,  both  of  Johannesburg,  South 
Africa,  a  Bell  helicopter  was  licensed  for 
export  to  South  Africa.  Record  data,  sub¬ 
sequently  obtained  by  the  Compliance 
Division,  Office  of  Export  Administration, 
indicates  that  the  helicopter  may  have 
been  diverted  for  use  by  Rotavia  in  its 
Rhodesian  operations.  Neither  Rotavia 
nor  Gahagan  indicated  a  Rhodesian  ad¬ 
dress  when  seeking  export;  they  certified 
the  commodity  was  for  use  in  South 
Africa.  The  application  and  issued  license 
bore  notation  that  diversion  of  the  com¬ 
modity  contrary  to  U.S.  law  is  prohibited. 
As  a  part  of  an  investigation  initiated  by 
the  Compliance  Division,  interrogatories 
were  duly  served  on  Rotavia  and 
Gahagan  in  June  1975.  The  interrogato¬ 
ries  have  not  been  answered  nor  has 
other  reply  been  received. 

The  Director,  Compliance  Division, 
presented  the  above  facts  and  applied  to 
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the  Hearing  Commissioner  for  an  order 
indefinitely  denying  an  United  States 
export  privileges  to  the  above  named  re¬ 
spondents.  The  basis  for  the  application 
is  the  failure  of  respondents  to  respond 
to  the  interrogatories  duly  issued  and 
served  pursuant  to  §  388.6  of  the  Export 
Administration  Regulations,  15  CFR 
388.6.  Failure  to  respond  to  duly  served 
interrogatories  within  20  days  of  service 
may  result,  without  prior  notice,  in  the 
denial  of  export  privileges,  15  CFR  388.15. 

The  Hearing  Commissioner  has  re¬ 
viewed  the  application  for  an  indefinite 
denial  order  and  the  evidence  presented 
in  support  thereof.  He  has  submitted  his 
report  together  with  a  recommendation 
that  a  denial  order  be  issued  suspending 
respondents’  export  privileges  to  such  a 
time  as  the  interrogatories  are  answered 
or  for  a  period  of  ten  years,  whichever 
occurs  first.  On  the  basis  of  the  Hearing 
Commissioner’s  report  and  supporting 
evidence,  I  find  that  respondents  have 
failed  to  respond  to  properly  served  in¬ 
terrogatories  and  have  been  in  violation 
of  Section  388.15  of  the  export  regula¬ 
tions  by  reason  of  failure  to  respond  to 
such  interrogatories  since  June  1975  and 
have  not  shown  good  cause  for  their 
failure  to  respond. 

It  is,  therefore,  ordered: 

I.  All  outstanding  validated  export 
licenses  concerned  with  or  affecting  any 
transaction  in  which  the  respondents 
have  any  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  are 
hereby  revoked. 

n.  The  respondents,  their  successors  or 
assigns,  partners,  representatives,  agents 
and  employees  are  hereby  denied  the 
privileges  of  participating,  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  any  manner  or  capacity,  in 
any  transaction  involving  commodities  or 
technical  data  exported  from  the  United 
States  in  whole  or  in  part,  or  to  be  ex¬ 
ported,  or  which  are  otherwise  subject  to 
the  export  regulations.  Without  limita¬ 
tion  of  the  generality  of  such  denial  of 
export  privileges,  participation  prohib¬ 
ited  in  any  such  transaction  either  in  the 
United  States  or  abroad  shall  include 
participation  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
any  manner  or  capacity : 

States: 

A.  As  a  party  or  as  a  representative  of 
a  party  to  any  validated  export  license 
application; 

B.  In  the  preparation  or  filing  of  any 
export  license  application  or  reexport 
authorization,  or  any  document  to  be 
submitted  therewith; 

C.  In  the  obtaining  or  using  of  any 
validated  or  general  export  license  or 
other  export  control  document; 

D.  In  the  carrying  on  of  negotiations 
with  respect  to,  or  in  the  receiving  order¬ 
ing,  buying,  selling,  delivering,  storing, 
using,  or  disposing  of  any  commodities  or 
technical  data  in  whole  or  in  part  ex¬ 
ported  or  to  be  exported  from  the  United 
States: 

E.  In  the  financing,  forwarding,  trans¬ 
porting,  or  other  servicing  of  such  com¬ 
modities  or  technical  data. 


III.  The  denial  of  export  privileges 
shall  extend  not  only  to  the  respondents, 
but  also,  to  their  agents  and  employees 
and  to  any  successor,  and  to  any  persons, 
firm,  corporation,  partnership  or  other 
business  organization  with  which  the  re¬ 
spondents  now  or  hereafter  may  be  re¬ 
lated  by  ownership,  control,  position  of 
responsibility,  affiliation  or  other  con¬ 
nection  in  the  conduct  of  trade  or  re¬ 
lated  services. 

IV.  No  person,  firm,  corporation,  part¬ 
nership  or  other  business  organization, 
whether  in  the  United  States  or  else¬ 
where,  without  prior  disclosure  to  and 
specific  authorization  from  the  Bureau 
of  East-West  Trade,  shall  do  any  of  the 
following  acts,  directly  or  indirectly,  or 
carry  on  negotiations  with  respect  there¬ 
to,  in  any  manner  or  capacity,  on  behalf 
of  or  in  any  association  with  the  re¬ 
spondents  or  any  related  party,  or  where¬ 
by  the  respondents  or  related  party  may 
obtain  any  benefit  therefrom  or  have  any 
interest  or  participation  therein,  directly 
or  indirectly : 

A.  Apply  for,  obtain,  transfer  or  use 
any  license,  Shipper’s  Export  Declara¬ 
tion,  bill  of  lading,  or  other  export  con¬ 
trol  document  relating  to  any  exporta¬ 
tion  reexportation,  transshipment  or  di¬ 
version  of  any  commodity  or  technical 
data  exported  or  to  be  exported  from  the 
United  States,  by,  to  or  for  th:  respond¬ 
ents  or  related  party; 

B.  Order,  buy,  receive,  use,  sell,  deliver, 
store,  dispose  of,  forward,  transport, 
finance,  or  otherwise  service  or  partici¬ 
pate  in,  any  transaction  which  may  in¬ 
volve  the  respondents  or  related  parts’  in 
any  exportation,  reexportation,  trans¬ 
shipment  or  diversion  of  any  commodity 
or  technical  data  exported  or  to  be  ex¬ 
ported  from  the  United  States  or  which 
is  otherwise  subject  to  the  export  regu¬ 
lations. 

V.  This  order  shall  remain  in  effect  for 
a  period  of  ten  years  or  for  such  a  period 
of  time,  whichever  is  less,  until  the  re¬ 
spondents  reply  to  the  interrogatories 
previously  served  upon  them,  except  in¬ 
sofar  as  this  order  may  be  otherwise 
amended  or  modified  in  accordance  with 
the  export  regulations. 

VI.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  Section  388.15  of  the  export  regula¬ 
tions,  the  respondents  may  move  at  any 
time  to  vacate  or  modify  this  denial  order 
by  filing  with  the  Hearing  Commissioner, 
Bureau  of  East-West  Trade,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20230  an  appropriate  motion  for 
relief,  supported  by  substantial  evidence, 
and  may  also  request  an  oral  hearing 
thereon,  which  if  requested  shall  be  held 
before  the  Hearing  Commissioner  at 
Washington,  D.C.  at  the  earliest  conven¬ 
ient  date. 

Dated:  June  15, 1976. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 

Director, 

Office  of  Export  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.76-18316  Filed  0-23-76:8:46  am) 


Economic  Development  Administration 
EDRU  SHOE,  INC. 

Petition  for  a  Determination  of  Eligibility 

Under  Section  251  of  the  Trade  Act  of 

1974 

A  petition  by  Edru  Shoe,  Inc.,  1  North 
Berks  Street,  Boyertown,  Pennsylvania 
19512,  a  producer  of  footwear  for  men, 
women  and  children,  was  accepted  for 
filing  on  June  18,  1976,  under  Section 
251  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93- 
618)).  Consequently,  the  United  States 
Department  of  Commerce  has  initiated 
an  investigation  to  determine  whether 
increased  imports  into  the  United  States 
of  articles  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  those  produced  by  the  firm  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  total  or  partial 
separation  of  the  firm’s  workers,  or 
threat  thereof;  and  to  a  decrease  in  sales 
or  production  of  the  petitioning  firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial  in¬ 
terest  in  the  proceedings  may  request  a 
public  hearing  on  the  matter.  A  request 
for  a  hearing  must  be  received  by  the 
Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification  Division, 
Economic  Development  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20230,  no  later  than  the 
close  of  business  of  the  tenth  calendar 
day  following  the  publication  of  this 
notice. 

Charles  L.  Smith, 
Acting  Chief,  Trade  Act  Cer¬ 
tification  Division,  Office  of 
Planning  and  Program  Sup¬ 
port. 

|  FR  Doc.76-18364  Filed  6-23-76: 8 : 45  am  1 


FANCY  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Petition  for  a  Determination  Under  Section 
251  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 

A  petition  by  Fancy  Industries,  Inc., 
Building  Number  5,  Brooklyn  Navy  Yard, 
Brooklyn,  New  York  11205,  a  producer  of 
handbags  and  purses,  was  accepted  for 
filing  on  June  17, 1976,  under  Section  251 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93- 
618).  Consequently,  the  United  States 
Department  of  Commerce  has  initiated 
an  investigation  to  determine  whether 
increased  imports  into  the  United  States 
of  articles  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  those  produced  by  the  firm  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  total  or  partial 
separation  of  the  firm’s  workers,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  a  decrease  in  sales 
or  production  of  the  petitioning  firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial  in¬ 
terest  in  the  proceedings  may  request  a 
public  hearing  on  the  matter.  A  request 
for  a  hearing  must  be  received  by  the 
Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification  Division, 
Economic  Development  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20230,  no  later  than  the  close 
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of  business  of  the  tenth  calendar  day 
following  the  publication  of  this  notice. 

Charles  L.  Smith, 
Acting  Chief,  Trade  Act  Cer¬ 
tification  Division,  Office  of 
Planning  and  Program  Sup¬ 
port. 

{FR  Doc.76-18365  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


Maritime  Administration 
FEDERAL  SHIP  FINANCING  PROGRAM 

Requirement  That  Vessels  Be  Inspected  by 
the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  (Including  Tugs, 
Tug/Supply  and  Supply  Vessels  and 
Crew  Boats) 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Mari¬ 
time  Administration  is  confirming  its 
existing  requirement  that  all  vessels  (in¬ 
cluding  tugs,  tug/supply  and  supply  ves¬ 
sels  and  crew  boats)  financed  under  the 
Federal  Ship  Financing  Program  which 
carry  freight  or  passengers  (whether  for 
hire  or  not)  be  inspected  by  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard.  In  addition,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  298.4(g)  of  Title  46  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (General 
Order  29)  all  vessels  financed  under  the 
Federal  Ship  Financing  Program  are  re¬ 
quired  to  meet  (1)  all  requirements  to 
entitle  the  vessel  to  the  highest  classi¬ 
fication  and  rating  for  vessels  of  the  same 
age  and  type  in  the  American  Bureau 
of  Shipping  except  in  those  cases  where 
such  requirements  are  not  applicable  to 
the  type  of  vessel  involved,  and  (2)  all 
requirements  of  applicable  laws,  treaties 
and  conventions,  and  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  issued  thereunder,  including, 
without  limitation  thereto,  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Convention  for  Safety  of  Life  at 
Sea,  1929,  as  amended  by  the  1948  Con- 
vetion,  and  all  laws,  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  administered  by  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard,  the  Bureau  of  Customs. 
Treasury  Department,  the  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission,  the  Public 
Health  Service,  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare,  or  their  succes¬ 
sors. 

(Secs.  204(b)  and  1100,  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1936,  as  amended  (46  USC  1114),  Re¬ 
organization  Plans  No.  21  of  1950  (64  Stat. 
1273)  and  No.  7  of  1961  (75  Stat.  842)  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  91-469  (84  Stat.  1036), 
and  Department  of  Commerce  Organization 
Order  10-8  (38  FR  19707,  July  23,  1973) ) . 

By  order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Maritime  Affairs. 

Dated:  June  16, 1976. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr„ 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-18415  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Office  of  Education 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
THE  HANDICAPPED 

Public  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion.  10(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  that 


the  next  meeting  of  the  National  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  on  the  Handicapped  will 
be  held  on  August  4-6,  1976,  8:30  a.m.- 
4:30  p.m„  at  the  Quality  Inn  Capitol  Hill 
Hotel.  415  New  Jersey  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  Preceding  these  ses¬ 
sions,  on  August  3,  new  members  of  the 
Committee  will  meet  at  1  p.m.  in  room 
3000  of  Federal  Office  Building  6  at  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.  for  an  orienta¬ 
tion  session. 

The  National  Advisory  Committee  on 
the  Handicapped  is  established  under  (20 
U.S.C.  1233g)  Section  448(b)  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Education  Provisions  Act.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  is  established  to  review  the  admin¬ 
istration  and  operation  of  programs  for 
the  handicapped  in  the  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  make  recommendations  for 
their  improvement. 

The  meeting  of  the  Committee  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  proposed  agenda 
includes  a  review  of  individualized  edu¬ 
cation  programs  for  handicapped  chil¬ 
dren  as  set  forth  in  Public  Law  94-142, 
and  will  include  comments  from  three 
invited  special  education  practitioners. 
The  orientation  session  preceding  the 
meeting  will  deal  with  the  structure  of 
the  Office  of  Education  and  the  responsi¬ 
bilities  of  Advisory  Committee  members. 
Records  will  be  kept  of  all  Committee 
proceedings  and  will  be  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Deputy 
Commissioner,  Bureau  of  Education  for 
the  Handicapped,  located  in  Room  2100. 
Regional  Office  Building  3,  7th  and 
D  Streets,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  18, 
1976. 

Leroy  V.  Goodman, 
Executive  Secretary,  National 
Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Handicapped. 

[FR  Doc  76-18319  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  ami 


RESEARCH  AND  TRAINING  PROGRAMS 
AND  PROJECTS  IN  VOCATIONAL  EDU¬ 
CATION 

Intent  to  Set  Priorities  for  Vocational 
Education 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  Office  of 
Education’s  intent  to  set  priorities  for 
grants  and  contracts  under  the  Voca¬ 
tional  Education  Act  of  1963,  as  amended. 
Part  C  (20  U.S.C.  1281-1283),  in  the 
Vocational  Education  Research  and 
Training  Program  of  the  Office  of 
Education  for  fiscal  year  1977. 

Subject  to  possible  changes  in  legisla¬ 
tion,  subject  to  appropriations  for  fiscal 
year  1977  by  the  Congress,  and  subject 
to  possible  changes  in  program  plans, 
this  announcement  gives  advance  notice 
of  intended  priorities.  While  the  priori¬ 
ties  set  forth  below  are  tentative  and  do 
not  restrict  or  bind  the  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion  or  the  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare  in  any  way  from 
defining  or  reordering  plans  for  fiscal 
year  1977,  this  advance  notice  provides 
interested  parties  an  opportunity  to 
begin  investigating  the  priority  areas 
and  their  appropriateness  to  the  needs 
of  their  own  agencies  and  institutions. 


It  is  presently  planned  that  grants  and 
contracts  will  be  awarded  in  the  priority 
areas  set  forth  in  response  to  competi¬ 
tions  to  be  announced  at  a  later  date  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Applications  for  projects  not  in  the 
proposed  priority  areas  but  appropriate 
for  consideration  under  Part  C  of  the 
Vocational  Education  Act  and  regula¬ 
tions  will  also  be  eligible  for  considera¬ 
tion  after  the  detailed  priorities,  closing 
date  for  receipt  of  applications,  and 
selecton  criteria  have  been  published  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

The  tentative  priorities  are  as  follows: 

1.  To  improve  equal  access  and  op¬ 
portunity  to  vocational  education  for  all 
students.  This  includes  vocational  educa¬ 
tion  serving  the  educationally  disadvan¬ 
taged,  minorities,  Indians,  students  hav¬ 
ing  limited  English-speaking  ability, 
migrants,  students  in  correctional  in¬ 
stitutions.  the  handicapped,  students  in 
inner  city  areas,  and  students  in  rural 
areas. 

2.  To  eliminate  sex  role  stereotyping 
and  sex  bias  in  vocational  education  pro¬ 
grams. 

3.  To  improve  education  and  work 
programs.  This  includes  work  experience 
programs  and  industry-education-labor 
relationships. 

4.  To  improve  vocational  education  at 
the  adult  and  post-secondary  levels. 

5.  To  improve  curriculum  management 
and  instructional  materials  in  vocational 
education.  This  includes  new  and  emerg¬ 
ing  occupations,  individualized  instruc¬ 
tional  programs,  alternative  instruc¬ 
tional  delivery  systems,  and  elimination 
of  sex  role  stereotyping  in  instructional 
materials. 

6.  To  improve  the  preparation  and 
skills  of  vocational  education  personnel, 
at  both  the  preservice  and  inservice 
levels. 

7.  To  improve  vocational  guidance 
services,  including  placement  services  for 
students  and  out-of -school  youth  and 
adults. 

8.  To  improve  the  administration  and 
management  of  vocational  education  at 
the  State  and  local  levels. 

No  applications  should  be  submitted 
to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  Notice.  A  more  definitive 
statement  of  priorities  and  selection  cri¬ 
teria  for  the  program  will  be  published 
at  a  later  date  in  the  Federal  Register 
under  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
with  opportunity  for  public  comment. 
Notice  of  Closing  Dates  for  applications 
for  grants  will  also  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Applicable  regulations 
may  be  found  at  Parts  100a  and  103  of 
Title  45,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  their  comments  to:  Division  of  Re¬ 
search  and  Demonstration,  Bureau  of 
Occupational  and  Adult  Education. 
Room  5042,  ROB  No.  3,  U.S.  Office  of 
Education,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Suggestions  concerning  the  substance, 
knowledge,  goals,  or  strategies  for  the 
further  refinement  of  the  priority  areas 
will  be  appreciated.  All  comments  will 
be  considered  in  the  development  of 
the  proposed  priorities. 
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(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.498;  Research  and  Training  Pro¬ 
grams  and  Projects  In  Vocational  Education) 

Dated:  June  21, 1976. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 
JFR  Doc.76-18366  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  ami 


Office  of  Human  Development 

RESEARCH  AND  DEMONSTRATIONS  IN 
VOCATIONAL  REHABILITATION 

Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of  Applications 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  section  202 
of  the  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended  <29  U.S.C.  762),  grants  may  be 
made  to  State  vocational  rehabilitation 
agencies  and  other  public  or  nonprofit 
agencies  and  organizations,  including  in¬ 
stitutions  of  higher  education,  to  plan 
and  conduct  research,  demonstrations, 
and  related  activities  to  assist  in  the 
rehabilitation  of  handicapped  individ¬ 
uals. 

Applications  for  research  and  demon¬ 
strations  must  be  received  by  the  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Grants  and  Contract  Manage¬ 
ment,  Office  of  Human  Development, 
Room  1427,  Mary  E.  Switzer  Building, 
330  C  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20201,  by  August  2, 1976. 

Regulations  governing  rehabilitation 
research  and  demonstration  projects 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
in  Subpart  A  and  Subpart  D  of  Part  1362 
of  Chapter  XIII  of  Title  45  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  (45  CFR  Part 
1362) ,  on  November  25, 1975. 

A.  Purpose.  Under  section  202(a)  of 
the  Act,  grants  may  be  made  to  pay  part 
of  the  cost  of  projects  for  the  purpose  of 
planning  and  conducting  research,  dem¬ 
onstrations,  and  related  activities  which 
bear  directly  on  the  development  of 
methods,  procedures,  and  devices  to  as¬ 
sist  in  the  provision  of  vocational  re¬ 
habilitation  services  to  handicapped  in¬ 
dividuals,  especially  the  most  severely 
handicapped  individuals. 

B.  Eligible  Applicants.  Applications 
may  be  submitted  by  State  vocational  re¬ 
habilitation  agencies  and  other  public  or 
nonprofit  agencies  or  organizations,  in¬ 
cluding  institutions  of  higher  education. 

C.  Available  Funds.  An  estimated  $1.5 
million  is  available  for  new  rehabilitation 
research  and  demonstration  projects  in 
FY  1976  as  listed  in  this  announcement. 

D.  Purpose  of  Research  and  Demon¬ 
stration  Projects  and  Program  Priorities. 
Research  ideas  supported  by  the  Reha¬ 
bilitation  Services  Administration  are 
derived  from  several  levels  of  considera¬ 
tion.  At  one  level,  research  relates  to  leg¬ 
islation  and  appropriations.  This  legisla¬ 
tion  may  specify  selected  research  areas. 
At  another  level,  research  is  the  concern 
of  administrators  and  managers  whose 
outlook  is  more  global.  The  research 
areas  are  also  related  to  problem  areas 
Identified  by  participatory  planning  in 
defining  research  needs  and  priorities,  by 
earlier  research,  consensus  of  research 
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staff  with  outside  consultation,  the  re¬ 
habilitation  research  co-imunity  (ad  h  c 
groups,  task  forces.  Council  of  State  Ad¬ 
ministrators  for  Vocational  Rehabilita¬ 
tion,  other  public  and  private  organiza¬ 
tions)  and  consideration  of  Central  and 
Regional  Office  staff  expertise  required 
to  manage  a  particular  kind  of  research 
activity.  Relationships  with  other  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies,  such  as  the  Public  Health 
Service  and  the  Veterans  Administration, 
are  also  used  for  surfacing  researchable 
areas.  The  Department  through  the 
guidance  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Human  Development  refocuses  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  coming  from  the  above 
sources  into  an  RSA  research  strategy. 
Usually  the  strategy  is  prepared  as  a 
five-year  work  plan  with  the  yearly  re¬ 
visions  or  updates.  The  strategy  areas  are 
developed  as  mini  state  of  the  art  docu¬ 
ments  in  the  particular  research  disci¬ 
pline  to  receive  attention  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  in  question.  The  strategy  areas  list 
prioritized  research  goals  and  objectives. 
These  objectives  may  reflect,  for  exam¬ 
ple,  the  need  to  develop  n>w  knowledge 
on  how  to  (1)  prepare  the  staff  of  State 
rehabilitation  agencies  to  more  effec¬ 
tively  neet  their  program  objectives,  (2) 
use  rehabilitation  manpower  more  effi¬ 
ciently,  or  (3)  involve  consumers  in  the 
decision  making  processes  of  program 
operations.  RSA  transmits  its  prioritized 
research  objectives  to  potential  grantees 
in  order  *o  insure  the  relevance  of  their 
research  activities  to  these  priorities.  Re¬ 
search  project  proposals  are  linked  to 
these  R&D  objectives  and  are  matched 
to  the  needs  of  RSA  and  the  field  of  vo¬ 
cational  rehabilitation. 

In  FY  1976  project  descriptions  have 
been  developed  within  the  following  re¬ 
search  areas,  not  in  order  of  priority,  to 
assist  applicants  in  developing  proposals 
which  will  be  responsive  to  the  infor¬ 
mation  needs  of  the  Rehabilitation  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration  and  the  field  of  vo¬ 
cational  rehabilitation: 

I.  Research  and  Evaluation 
Utilization 

1.  Project  Title:  “Literature  Reviews 
on  Topics  of  Urgent  RSA  Need  and  Con¬ 
cern”  (G-13) 

Short  Description:  Five  topics  of  cur¬ 
rent  concern  to  RSA  will  be  chosen,  and 
a  substantial  review  of  the  literature  on 
each  prepared  by  an  expert  in  each  field. 

2.  Project  Title:  “International  Inter¬ 
change  of  Information”  (G-15) 

Short  Description:  Grant  is  made  to 
plan,  cooperate  and  assist  with  the  collec¬ 
tion,  translation,  publication,  and  dis¬ 
semination  of  international  program  and 
research  information. 

3.  Project  Title:  “International  Inter¬ 
change  of  Experts”  (G-16) 

Short  Description:  Grant  is  made  for 
the  interchange  of  U.S.  and  foreign  sci¬ 
entists,  experts,  practitioners  and  ad¬ 
ministrators  engaged  in  significant  re¬ 
habilitation  research  or  service  programs 
with  special  implication  for  improving 
rehabilitation  knowledge  and  practice  in 
the  United  States. 


II.  Telecommunications 

1.  Project  Title:  “Assessment  of  Bar¬ 
riers  to  Effective  Utilization  of  Telecom¬ 
munications  by  State  VR  Agencies” 
(1-2). 

Short  Description:  This  project  will 
identify  the  major  barriers  to  technology 
utilization,  categorize  these  barriers  in 
terms  of  degree  of  inhibition  to  voca¬ 
tional  rehabilitation  program  objectives, 
identify  agents  for  change  (legislative, 
regulatory,  policy  maker,  counselor,  etc.) 
and  present  alternative  solutions  to  over¬ 
coming  barriers. 

2.  Project  Title:  “Model  State  Planning 
Process  for  Utilization  of  Telecommuni¬ 
cations  in  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
Programs”  (1-3). 

Short  Description:  This  study  will 
relate  State  and  Federal  priorities  in  vo¬ 
cational  rehabilitation  to  the  communi¬ 
cations  capabilities  of  both  existing  and 
developing  telecommunications  tech¬ 
nologies  in  order  to  devise  a  model  plan¬ 
ning  technique  for  State  Vocational  Re¬ 
habilitation  Agencies  which  will  take  in¬ 
to  account  the  present  state  and  prob¬ 
able  changes  in  both  vocational  rehabili¬ 
tation  and  telecommunications  over  the 
next  five  years  and  apply  the  techniques 
to  one  State  to  determine  its  feasibility 
for  other  States. 

3.  Project  Title:  “Examination  of  In¬ 
ter-Agency  Linkages  for  VR  Communi¬ 
cations  Satellite  Project”  (1-5) . 

Short  Description:  This  project  will 
survey  the  nature  and  array  of  formal 
and  informal  cooperative  agreements  be¬ 
tween  and  among  the  Federal,  State, 
local,  public  and  private  organizations 
and  agencies  which  might  be  required  in 
order  to  improve  the  capability  of  State 
VR  agencies  in  planning  effective  service 
delivery  projects  for  satellite  distribution 
to  handicapped  individuals  in  the  VR 
program. 

III.  Spinal  Cord  Injury 

1.  Project  Title:  “Demonstration  of  In¬ 
novative  Educational  Programs  for 
Spinal  Cord  Injury  Patients  and  Fami¬ 
lies”  (K-64) . 

Short  Description:  To  demonstrate  the 
development  of  an  innovative  spinal  cord 
injury  patient  learning  series  and  evalu¬ 
ate  the  results  utilizing  the  Model  Sys¬ 
tems  of  RSA. 

2.  Project  Title:  “Transitional  Living: 
A  Model  for  Spinal  Cord  Injury  Com¬ 
munity  Adjustment”  (K-65). 

Short  Description:  To  demonstrate  and 
evaluate  a  transitional  living-in  commu¬ 
nity  adjustment  program  for  spinal  in¬ 
jury  patients. 

3.  Project  Title:  “The  Psychological, 
Social,  and  Vocational  Adjustment  in 
SCI— A  State  of  the  Art”  (K-67) . 

Short  Description:  The  development  of 
a  definitive  and  comprehensive  reference 
on  the  psychological,  social,  and  voca¬ 
tional  adjustment  for  SCI  persons,  in¬ 
cluding  a  complete  review  of  the  litera¬ 
ture. 

4.  Project  Title:  “Innovative  Preven¬ 
tion  and  Treatment  Techniques  of  Medi¬ 
cal  Complications  in  SCI”  <K-68). 
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Short  Description:  To  conduct  clinical 
research  on  a  selected  spinal  cord  injury 
complication  so  that  significant  promise 
can  be  achieved  in  solving  the  cata¬ 
strophic  effects  of  spinal  cord  injury 
complications.  Complications  include, 
but  not  be  limited  to,  decubitus  ulcers! 
urinary  tract  infection,  chronic  pain, 
thromphlebitis. 

IV.  End-Stage  Renal  Disease 

1.  Project  Title:  “Feasibility  Study  on 
the  Development  and  Initiation  of  a  Uni¬ 
fied  Data  Collection  and  Needs  Assess¬ 
ment  System  for  the  Coordination  of  Sci¬ 
entific  Efforts,  Encouraging  Joint  Plan¬ 
ning  and  Promoting  Interchange  on  the 
Medical,  Psycho-Social  and  Vocational 
Aspects  of  End  Stage  Renal  Disease” 
(P-1). 

Short  Description:  Development  of  a 
central  and  unified  data  collection  and 
needs  assessment  model  or  system. 

2.  Project  Title:  “The  Development  and 
Implementation  of  a  Professional,  Client, 
and  Family  Education  and  Training 
Program  and  Its  Impact  on  Improving 
the  Rehabilitation  of  Persons  with  End 
Stage  Renal  Disease”  (P-2). 

Short  Description:  Development  and 
evaluation  of  training  program  consist¬ 
ing  of  audiovisual,  printed  materials,  and 
training  packets  on  vital  aspects  of  re¬ 
habilitating  ESRD  clients. 

3.  Project  Title:  “Strategy  of  Future 
Research  on  the  Medical,  Psycho-Social 
Vocational,  Technological  and  Legisla¬ 
tive  Aspects  of  End  Stage  Renal  Disease” 
(P-3). 

Short  Description:  To  review  all  liter¬ 
ature  and  current  data  to  bring  up  to 
date  what  is  currently  known  about  the 
medical,  psycho-social,  vocational  and 
technological  aspects  of  end  stage  renal 
disease  in  order  to  build  a  base  for  future 
research. 

4.  Project  Title:  “Consumer  Participa¬ 
tion  in  the  Identification  of  Physical, 
Psychio-Social  and  Vocational  Factors 
in  Successful  Vocational  Rehabilitation; 
Barriers  Causing  Unsuccessful  Rehabili¬ 
tation;  and  Methods  for  Improving  the 
Rehabilitation  of  Persons  with  End  Stage 
Renal  Disease”  (P-4). 

Short  Description:  The  experience  and 
perception  of  citizens  with  E.S.R.D.  will 
be  utilized  in  a  study  of  the  factors  in¬ 
volved  in  successful  and  unsuccessful  re¬ 
habilitation;  why  in  each  instance,  and 
what  should  be  done  about  it  to  improve 
the  rehabilitation  process  will  be  iden¬ 
tified. 

V.  Employment  Opportunities  (Includes 

Client,  Work  Readiness  and  Employ¬ 
ment  Opportunity  Development  and 

Placement) 

1.  Project  Title:  “Implementation  of  an 
Affirmative  Action  Program  for  the  Job 
Placement  of  the  Severely  Disabled : 
Chamber  of  Commerce”  (U-9). 

Short  Description:  Affirmative  Action 
is  rapidly  becoming  a  critical  issue  in  the 
placement  of  the  disabled.  This  project 
will  focus  on  the  particular  role  a  Cham¬ 
ber  of  Commerce  can  play  in  the  develop¬ 
ment,  implementation  and  evaluation  of 
Affirmative  Action  programs. 

2.  Project  Title:  “Implementation  of  an 
Affirmative  Action  Program  for  the  Job 


Placement  of  the  Severely  Disabled ; 
State  Agency”  (U-10) . 

Short  Description:  Affirmative  Action 
is  rapidly  becoming  a  critical  issue  in  the 
placement  of  the  disabled.  This  project 
will  focus  on  the  particular  role  a  State 
VR  Agency  can  play  in  the  development, 
implementation,  and  evaluation  of  Af¬ 
firmative  Action  prorgams. 

3.  Project  Title:  “Implementation  of 
an  Affirmative  Action  Program  for  the 
Job  Placement  of  the  Severely  Disabled : 
A  Labor  Union”  (U-ll  > . 

Short  Description:  Affirmative  Action 
is  rapidly  becoming  a  critical  issue  in  the 
placement  of  the  disabled.  This  project 
will  focus  on  the  particular  role  a  na¬ 
tional  labor  union  can  play  in  the  devel¬ 
opment,  implementation,  and  evaluation 
of  Affirmative  Action  programs. 

E.  Application  review  and  evaluation. 
Applications  for  the  support  of  research 
and  demonstration  projects  in  vocational 
rehabilitation  will  be  evaluated  against 
the  standards  as  outlined  in  appendix  B, 
Chapter  4010  of  the  Rehabilitation  Serv¬ 
ices  Manual  which  is  in  every  applica¬ 
tion  kit.  In  general,  the  standards  ad¬ 
dress  the  criteria  of  relevance  to  agency 
goals,  technical  merit  of  methodology 
and  transferability  of  results  to  program 
operations. 

F.  Program  information  and  applica¬ 
tion  forms.  Program  information  about 
particular  research  areas  or  specific 
project  descriptions  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Division  of  Grants  and  Contract 
Management,  Office  of  Human  Develop¬ 
ment,  Room  1427,  Mary  E.  Switzer  Build¬ 
ing,  330  C  Streets,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20201,  either  by  mail  or  by  calling  (202) 
245-0171.  Interested  applicants  should 
ask  for  the  specific  research  area  by  title 
and  project  description  by  the  number  in 
parenthesis  after  the  title.  These  will  be 
sent  along  with  an  application  kit. 

G.  Application  submittal.  1.  Applica¬ 
tions  sent  by  mail.  Applications  for  the 
support  of  research  and  demonstration 
projects  should  be  addressed  as  follows: 
Division  of  Grants  and  Contract  Man¬ 
agement.  Office  of  Human  Development, 
Room  1427,  Mary  E.  Switzer  Building. 
330  C  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20201.  An  application  sent  by  mail  will 
be  considered  to  be  received  on  time  if: 
(a)  The  application  was  sent  by  regis¬ 
tered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
August  2,  1976  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  postmark,  or  on  the  origi¬ 
nal  receipt  from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service; 
or 

(b>  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  in  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  or  the  Office  of  Human  Develop¬ 
ment  mailroom  in  Washington,  D.C.  The 
date  of  receipt  will  be  established  by  the 
time  date  stamps  of  such  mailroom  or 
other  documentary  evidence  of  receipt 
maintained  by  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  or  the  Office  of 
Human  Development. 

2.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An  ap¬ 
plication  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
taken  to  the  Division  of  Grants  and  Con¬ 
tract  Management,  Office  of  Human  De¬ 
velopment,  Room  1427,  Mary  E.  Switzer 
Building,  330  C  Street,  S.W.,  Washing¬ 


ton,  D.C.  Hand  delivered  applications  will 
be  accepted  during  normal  working 
hours.  Applications  will  not  be  accepted 
after  5:00  p.m.,  on  the  closing  date. 

( (29  U.S.C.  762)  (Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic 
Assistance  Number  13.627,  Research  and 
Demonstrations) .) 

Dated:  June  10, 1976. 

Andrew  S.  Adams, 
Commissioner ,  Rehabilitation 
Services  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.76-18367  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

PHARMACEUTICAL  REIMBURSEMENT 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)  (2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463) ,  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  Advisory  Committee 
meeting: 

Name:  Pharmaceutical  Reimbursement  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee. 

Date  and  time:  July  28,  1976  (10  a.m.  to  5 

p.m.)  July  29,  1976  (9  a.m.  to  1  p.m.) 
Place:  Conference  Room  5051,  DHEW  North 

Building,  330  Independence  Avenue,  SW, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Purpose  of  meeting:  The  Pharmaceutical 
Reimbursement  Advisory  Committee  was 
established  pursuant  to  !i  19.4  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  "Limitations  on  Payment  or  Reim¬ 
bursement  for  Drugs”  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  July  31,  1975.  The  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  advises  the  Pharmaceuti¬ 
cal  Reimbursement  Board  (to  be  composed 
of  Department  employees)  on  the  appro¬ 
priateness  of  proposed  Maximum  Allowable 
Cost  determinations  submitted  by  the  Board, 
and  upon  request  advises  the  Secretary  and 
the  Board  on  general  policies  and  procedures 
of  the  Department  in  reimbursing  or  paying 
the  cost  of  drugs  used  in  Departmentally 
funded  programs. 

Meeting  of  the  Advisory  Committee  is 
open  to  the  public.  Public  attendance  is 
limited  to  space  available. 

All  communications  regarding  this  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  should  be  addressed  to 
Diane  M.  Abbate,  Executive  Secretary, 
Pharmaceutical  Reimbursement  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee,  Office  of  Quality  Stand¬ 
ards,  Room  16A09,  Parklawn  Building. 
5600  Fishers  Lane.  Rockville,  Maryland 
20852. 

Dated:  June  16,  1976. 

Diane  M.  Abbate, 
Executive  Secretary,  Pharma¬ 
ceutical  Reimbursement  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee. 

(FR  Doc .76-1 8375  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Administration 
(Docket  No.  NFD-336;  FDAA-508-DR1 

NORTHERN  MARIANA  ISLANDS 

Major  Disaster  and  Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  by  the  President  under  Executive 
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Order  11795  of  July  11,  1974,  and  dele¬ 
gated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  Delegation  of  Authority,  Docket 
No.  D-74-285;  and  by  virtue  of  the  Act 
of  May  22, 1974,  entitled  “Disaster  Relief 
Act  of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143);  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  Jun?  17,  1976,  the 
President  declared  a  major  disaster  as 
follows; 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  in  cer¬ 
tain  areas  of  the  Northern  Mariana  Islands 
resulting  from  Typhoon  Pamela  beginning 
about  May  20,  1976,  is  of  sufficient  severity 
and  magnitude  to  warrant  a  major  disaster 
declaration  under  Public  Law  93-288. 1  there¬ 
fore  declare  that  such  a  major  disaster  exists 
in  the  Northern  Mariana  Islands. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  under 
Executive  Order  11795,  and  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Secretary  under  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Delegation  of  Authority,  Docket  No.  D- 
74-285,  I  hereby  appoint  Mr.  Robert  C. 
Stevens,  HUD  Region  IX,  to  act  as  the 
Federal  Coordinating  Officer  for  this 
declared  major  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
area  to  have  been  adversely  affected  by 
this  declared  major  disaster: 

„  Northern  Mariana  Islands 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
No.  14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  June  17, 1976. 

William  E.  Crockett, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal 
Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

[FR  Doc .76-1 8900  Filed  6-23-76; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 

[CGD  76-120] 

EQUIPMENT,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND 
MATERIALS 

Approval  Notice 

1.  Certain  laws  and  regulations  (46 
CFR  Chapter  I)  require  that  various 
items  of  lifesaving,  firefighting  and  mis¬ 
cellaneous  equipment,  construction,  and 
materials  used  on  board  vessels  subject 
to  Coast  Guard  inspection,  on  certain 
motorboats  and  other  recreational  ves¬ 
sels,  and  on  the  artificial  islands  and 
fixed  structures  on  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf  be  of  types  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  document  is  to  notify  all 
interested  persons  that  certain  approvals 
have  been  granted  as  herein  described 
during  the  period  from  May  3,  1976  to 
May  14,  1976  (List  No.  12-76).  These 
actions  were  taken  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  set  forth  in  46  CFR  2.75-1 
to  2.75-50. 

2.  The  statutory  authority  for  equip¬ 
ment,  construction,  and  material  ap¬ 
provals  is  generally  set  forth  in  sections 
367,  375,  390b,  416,  481,  489,  526p,  and 


1333  of  Title  46,  United  States  Code,  sec¬ 
tion  1333  of  Title  43,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  198  of  Title  50,  United  States 
Code.  The  Secretary  of  Transportation 
has  delegated  authority  to  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  with  respect 
to  these  approvals  (49  CFR  1.46(b) ) .  The 
specifications  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  for  certain 
types  of  equipment,  construction,  and 
materials  are  set  forth  in  46  CFR  Parts 
160  to  164. 

3.  The  approvals  listed  in  this  docu¬ 
ment  shall  be  in  effect  for  a  period  of  5 
years  from  the  date  of  issuance,  unless 
sooner  cancelled  or  suspended  by  proper 
authority. 

Life  Preservers,  Kapok,  Adult  and  Child 
(Jacket  Type),  Models  3  and  5 

Approval  No.  160.002/108/0.  Model  3,  adult 
kapok  life  preserver,  U.S.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.002,  Type  I  PFD,  manufactured 
by  Crawford  Manufacturing  Company,  Inc., 
3rd  &  Decatur  Streets,  Richmond,  Virginia 
23212,  for  Sears,  Roebuck  and  Company,  925 
3.  Homan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60607, 
effective  May  4,  1976.  (It  is  an  extension  of 
Approval  No.  160.002/108/0  dated  July  6, 
1971.) 

Approval  No.  160.002/109/0,  Model  5,  child 
kapok  life  preserver,  U.S.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.002,  Type  I  PFD,  manufactured 
by  Crawford  Manfacturing  Company,  Inc., 
3rd  &  Decatur  Streets,  Richmond,  Virginia 
23212,  for  Sears,  Roebuck  and  Company,  925 
S.  Homan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60607, 
effective  May  4,  1976.  (It  is  an  extension  of 
Approval  No.  160.002/106/0  dated  July  6, 
1971.) 

Water,  Emergency  Drinking  (In  Hermet¬ 
ically  Sealed  Containers),  for  Merchant 

Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.026/40/0,  container  for 
emergency  provisions  dwg.  No.  FL-2  dated 
May  17,  1974  and  specification  data  sheet 
dated  May  17,  1974,  alternated  can:  Con¬ 
tinental  Can  production  order  drawing 
6-0406  dated  February  12,  1976  with  MSOR 
No.  151970-0  dated  December  10,  1974,  and 
F  &  L  Packing  letter  dated  March  22,  1976, 
manufactured  by  F  &  L  Packing  Corporation, 
681  Main  Street,  Belleville,  New  Jersey  07109, 
effective  May  7,  1976.  (It  supersedes  Approval 
No.  160.026/40/0  dated  April  11,  1975  to  show 
can  from  alternate  source  of  supply.) 

Lifeboats 

Approval  No.  160.035/334/1,  26.0’  x  9.0’  x 
3.83’  steel,  motor-propelled  lifeboat  without 
radio  cabin  or  searchlight  (Class  1)  48-per¬ 
son  capacity,  identified  by  general  arrange¬ 
ment  dwg.  No.  26-16,  Rev.  D  dated  July  14, 
1971,  46  CFR  160.035-13  (c)  Marking, 

Weights:  Condition  “A”=5,100  pounds; 
Condition  “B”=14,216  pounds,  manufactured 
by  Marine  Safety  Equipment  Corporation, 
Foot  of  Wyckoff  Road,  Farmingdale,  New 
Jersey  07727,  effective  May  6,  1976.  (It  is  an 
extension  of  Approval  No.  160.035/334/1  dated 
July  29,  1971.) 

Approval  No.  160.035/371/1,  26.0'  x  9.0'  x 
3.83'  steel,  hand-propelled  lifeboat,  53-per¬ 
son  capacity,  identified  by  general  arrange¬ 
ment  dwg.  No.  26-17,  Rev.  B  dated  July  13, 
1971,  46  CFR  160.035— 13(c)  Marking,  Weights: 
Condition  “A”=4,760  pounds;  Condition 
“B”  =  14,524  pounds,  manufactured  by  Marine 
Safety  Equipment  Corporation,  Foot  of  Wyck¬ 
off  Road,  Farmingdale,  New  Jersey  07727,  ef¬ 
fective  May  6,  1976.  (It  Is  an  extension  of 
Approval  No.  160.035/371/1  dated  July  15, 
1971.) 


Buoys,  Life,  Ring,  Unicellular  Plastic 

Approval  No.  160.050/88/0,  20-lnch  unicel¬ 
lular  plastic  foam  ring  life  buoy  manufac¬ 
tured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specifica¬ 
tion  Subpart  160.050,  Massalite  Company 
drawing  dated  February  20,  1976,  dimensions 
and  specifications  of  Massalite  Company  20 
Inch  ring  life  buoy  dated  February  20,  1976, 
and  description  of  essential  materials  dated 
February  20,  1976,  Type  IV  PFD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  The  Massalite  Company,  Box  214, 
Wlnnetka,  Illinois  60093,  effective  May  3, 
1976. 

Approval  No.  160.050/89/0,  24-lnch  unicel¬ 
lular  plastic  foam  ring  life  buoy  manufac¬ 
tured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specifica¬ 
tion  Subpart  160.050,  Massalite  Company 
drawing  dated  February  20,  1976,  dimensions 
and  specifications  of  Massalite  Company  24 
inch  ring  life  buoy  dated  February  20,  1976, 
procedure  covering  production  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  20,  1976,  bill  of  materials  dated  February 
20,  1976,  and  description  of  essential  mate¬ 
rials  dated  February  20,  1976,  Type  IV  PFD, 
manufactured  by  The  Massalite  Company, 
Box  214,  Winnetka,  Illinois  60093,  effective 
May  3,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.050/90/0,  30-inch  unicel¬ 
lular  plastic  foam  ring  life  buoy  manufac¬ 
tured  In  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specifica¬ 
tion  Subpart  160.050,  Massalite  Company 
drawing  dated  February  20,  1976,  dimensions 
and  specifications  of  Massalite  Company  30 
Inch  ring  life  buoy  dated  February  20,  1976, 
procedure  covering  production  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  20,  1976,  bill  of  materials  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  20,  1976,  and  description  of  essential 
materials  dated  February  20,  1976,  Type  IV 
PFD,  manufactured  by  The  Massalite  Com¬ 
pany,  Box  214,  Wlnnetka,  Illinois  60093,  ef¬ 
fective  May  3,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.050/92/0,  24-lnch  unicel¬ 
lular  plastic  foam  ring  life  buoy  manufac¬ 
tured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specifica¬ 
tion  Subpart  160.050,  Massalite  Company 
drawing  dated  February  20,  1976,  dimensions 
and  specifications  of  Massalite  Company  24 
inch  ring  life  buoy  dated  February  20,  1976, 
procedure  covering  production  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  20,  1976,  bill  of  materials  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  20,  1976,  Type  IV  PFD,  manufactured  by 
The  Massalite  Company,  Box  214,  Wlnnetka, 
Illinois  60093,  for  The  Gladding  Corporation, 
Flotation  Division,  P.O.  Box  8277,  Station  A, 
Greenville,  South  Carolina  29604,  effective 
May  3,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.050/93/0,  30-inch  unicel¬ 
lular  plastic  foam  ring  life  buoy  manufac¬ 
tured  In  accordance  with  U3.C.G.  Specifica¬ 
tion  Subpart  160.050,  Massalite  Company 
drawing  dated  February  20,  1976,  dimensions 
and  specifications  of  Massalite  Company  30 
Inch  ring  life  buoy  dated  February  20,  1976, 
procedure  covering  production  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  20,  1976,  bill  of  materials  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  20.  1976,  and  description  of  essential 
materials  dated  February  20,  1976,  Type  IV 
PFD,  manufactured  by  The  Massalite  Com¬ 
pany,  Box  214,  Wlnnetka,  Illinois  60093,  for 
The  Gladding  Corporation,  Flotation  Divi¬ 
sion,  P.O.  Box  8277,  Station  A,  Greenville, 
South  Carolina  29604,  effective  May  3,  1976. 

Work  Vests,  Unicellular  Plastic  Foam 

Approval  No.  160.053/28/0,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  work  vest  as  per 
U.S.C.O.  Specification  Subpart  160.053,  and 
dwg.  Nos.  1-CGA  and  2-CGA  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  4,  1970,  Type  V  PFD,  manufactured  by 
Buddy  Schoellkopf  Products,  Inc.,  4100  Plat¬ 
inum  Way,  Dallas,  Texas  75237,  for  Red  Head 
Brand  Corporation,  4100  Platinum  Way,  Dal¬ 
las,  Texas  75237,  effective  May  4,  1976.  (It  is 
an  extension  of  Approval  No.  160.053/28/0 
dated  July  12,  1971  and  change  of  address  of 
distributor.) 
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Buoyant  Vests.  Dwoutajui  Polyethylene 
Foam.  Adult  and  Child 

Approval  No.  160.060/33/8,  adult.  Model  No. 
AY-2,  cloth  covered  unicellular  polyethylene 
foam  “Buoyant  Vest”,  manufactured  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  US.CG.  Specification  Subpart 
160.060  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  150, 
factory  locations:  Highway  80  West.  Mlneola, 
Texas  75773  and  802%  W.  Erwin  Street.  Tyler, 
Texas  75701,  Type  II  FFD.  manufactured  by 
Buddy  Schoellkopf  Products,  Inc.,  4940 
Joseph  Hardin  Drive,  Dallas,  Texas  75237. 
effective  May  13,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.060/23/0,  child  medium, 
Model  No.  CYM-2,  cloth  covered  unicellular 
polyethylene  foam  "Buoyant  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  In  accordance  with  TJ.S.C.G.  Speci¬ 
fication  Subpart  160.060  and  TTL/MD  report 
file  No.  MQ  150,  factory  locations:  Highway 
80  West.  Mlneola,  Texas  75778  and  802%  W. 
Erwin  Street,  Tyler,  Texas  75701,  Type  II 
PFD,  manufactured  by  Buddy  Schoellkopf 
Products,  Inc.,  4949  Joseph  Hardin  Drive, 
Dallas,  Texas  75237,  effective  May  13,  1976. 

Approval  No,  160.060/24/0,  child  small. 
Model  No.  CYS-2,  cloth  covered  unicellular 
polyethylene  foam  “Buoyant  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specifi¬ 
cation  Subpart  180.060  and  UL/MD  report 
file  No.  MQ  150,  factory  locations:  Highway 
80  West,  Mlneola,  Texas  75773  and  802%  W. 
Erwin  Street,  Tyler,  Texas  75701,  Type  II 
PFD,  manufactured  by  Buddy  Schoellkopf 
Products,  Inc.,  4949  Joseph  Hardin  Drive. 
Dallas,  Texas  75287,  effective  May  13.  1976. 

Marine  Buoyant  Device 

Approval  No.-  160.064/876/0,  adult.  Model 
No.  40-1025,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Buoyant  Vest”,  manufactured  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  213, 
Type  III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Maravia  Cor¬ 
poration,  857  Thornton  Street,  San  Leandro, 
California  94577,  effective  May  12.  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.084/1006/0,  adult.  Model 
No.  EBS-200,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Sailing  Vest”,  manufactured  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  UB.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178, 
factory  locations:  East  Wind  Manufacturing 
Company,  Inc.,  1514  E.  Chestnut  Avenue, 
Trenton,  New  Jersey  (*611,  Type  III  PFD, 
manufactured  by  American  Marine  Products. 
240  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  60521,  ef¬ 
fective  May  12,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1006/0,  adult.  Model 
No.  EBM-200,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plas¬ 
tic  foam  “Sailing  Vest”,  manufactured  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178, 
factory  location:  East  Wind  Manufacturing 
Company,  Inc.,  1514  E.  Chestnut  Avenue, 
Trenton,  New  Jersey  08611,  Type  m  PFD, 
manufactured  by  American  Marine  Products, 
240  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  60521,  ef¬ 
fective  May  12,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1010/0,  adult.  Model 
No.  EBL-200,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plas¬ 
tic  foam  “Sailing  Vest”,  manufactured  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178, 
factory  location:  Ea6t  Wind  Manufacturing 
Company,  Inc.,  1514  E.  Chestnut  Avenue, 
Trenton,  New  Jersey  08611,  Type  II  PFD, 
manufactured  by  American  Marine  Products, 
240  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  6052  L,  ef¬ 
fective  May  12,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1011/0.  adult.  Model 
No.  EBXL-200,  cloth  covered  unicellular 
plastic  foam  “Sailing  Vest",  manufactured 
in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No. 
MQ  178,  factory  location:  East  Wind  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company,  Inc.,  1514  E.  Chestnut 
Avenue,  Trenton,  New  Jersey  08611,  Type  III 
PFD,  manufactured  by  American  Marine 


Products,  240  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois 
60521,  effective  May  12,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1054/0,  adult.  Model 
No.  SV2A,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”,  manufactured  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  U36.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  249. 
Type  III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrionics. 
Inc.,  West  Austin  Street,  PX>.  Box  1061. 
Tolono,  Illinois  61880,  for  Nash  Manufactur¬ 
ing,  Inc.,  315  W.  Ripy  Street,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas  76110,  effective  May  13,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1055/0.  adult.  Model 
No.  SV3A,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”,  manufactured  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  249, 
Type  III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrionics, 
Inc.,  West  Austin  Street,  P.O.  Box  1061,  To¬ 
lono,  Illinois  61880,  for  Nash  Manufacturing. 
Inc.,  315  W.  Rlpy  Street,  Fort  Worth,  Texas 
76110,  effective  May  13, 1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1056/0,  adult.  Model 
No.  SV4A,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular  plastic 
foam  "Water  Ski  Vest”,  manufactured  In 
accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Sub¬ 
part  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ 
249,  Type  III  PFD.  manufactured  by  Fabri¬ 
onics,  Inc.,  West  Austin  Street,  P.O.  Box  1061, 
Tolono,  Illinois  61880,  for  Nash  Manufactur¬ 
ing,  Inc.,  315  W.  Ripy  Street,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas  76110,  effective  May  13,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1095/0,  adult.  Model 
No.  K,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic  foam 
“Buoyant  Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  U.&C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  282,  factory 
location^  2228  Blake  Street,  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado  80205,  Type  III  PFD,  manufactured  by 
A.  B.  Sea  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  9364,  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado  80209,  effective  May  18, 1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1109/0,  child  medium. 
Model  No.  1200,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular 
plastic  foam  "Water  Ski  Vest”,  manufactured 
in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No. 
MQ  267,  Type  III  PFD,  manufactured  by 
Quality  Built  Products  Company,  Inc.,  1832 
East  Commercial,  Springfield,  Missouri 
65803,  for  Bass  Pro  Shops,  2023  S.  Glenstone, 
Springfield,  Missouri  65804,  effective  May  14, 
1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1110/0,  adult.  Model 
No.  1200,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”,  manufactured  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  UJ3.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  267, 
Type  III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Quality  Built 
Products  Company,  Inc.,  1832  East  Commer¬ 
cial,  Springfield,  Missouri  65803,  for  Baas  Pro 
Shops,  2023  8.  Glenstone,  Springfield,  Mis¬ 
souri  65804,  effective  May  14, 1976. 

Approval  No.  180.064/1111/0,  adult,  Model 
No.  1200,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”,  manufactured  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  267, 
Type  III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Quality 
Built  Products  Company,  Inc.,  1832  East 
Commercial,  Springfield,  Missouri  65803,  for 
Bass  Pro  Shops,  2023  S.  Glenstone,  Spring- 
field,  Missouri  65804,  effective  May  14,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1112/0,  adult,  Model 
No.  1200,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”,  manufactured  In 
accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Sub¬ 
part  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ 
267,  Type  III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Quality 
Built  Products  Company,  Inc„  1832  East 
Commercial,  Springfield,  Missouri  65803,  for 
Bass  Pro  Shops,  2023  S.  Glenstone,  Spring- 
field,  Missouri  65804,  effective  May  14,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1113/0,  adult.  Model 
No.  1200,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Water  Ski  Vest",  manufactured  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  267, 
Type  III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Quality 


Built  Products  Company.  Inc,  1832  East 
Commercial,  Springbok!.  Missouri  65908,  lor 
Bass  Pro  Shops,  2023  S.  Gienstene,  Spring- 
field..  Missouri  65894.  effective  May  1ft.  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1114/Q,  child  small. 
Model  No.  6038,  cloth  covered  unicellular 
plastic  foam  "Hunt  and  Fish  Buoyant  Vest", 
manufactured  In  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD 
report  file  No.  267,  Type  m  PFD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Kent  Sporting  Goods  Company,  710 
Orange  Street,  Ashland,  Ohio  44805,  for  Bass 
Pro  Shops,  2023  S.  Glenstone,  Springfield. 
Missouri  65804,  effective  May  14,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1115/0,  Child  medium. 
Model  No.  6138  cloth  covered  unicellular 
plastic  foam  "Hunt  and  Fish  Buoyant  Vest", 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Snbpart  180.064  and  UL/MD 
report  No.  MQ267,  Type  HI  PFD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Kent  Sporting  Goods  Company,  718 
Orange  Street,  Ashland,  Ohio  44805,  for 
Bass  Pro  Shops,  2028  S.  Glenstone,  Bpring- 
field.  Missouri  65804,  effective  May  14,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1116/9,  adult,  Model 
No.  6538,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  "Hunt  and  Fish  Buoyant  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  In  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Speci¬ 
fication  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report 
file  No.  MQ267,  Type  III  PFD,  manufactured 
by  Kent  Sporting  Goods  Company,  710  Orange 
Street,  Ashland,  Ohio  44805,  for  Bass  Pro 
Shops.  2023  S.  Glenstone,  Springfield,  Mis¬ 
souri  65804,  effective  May  14,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1117/0,  adult.  Model 
No.  6638,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Hunt  and  Fish  Buoyant  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  UJS.C.G.  Speci¬ 
fication  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report 
file  No.  MQ  267,  Type  III  PFD,  manufactured 
by  Kent  Sporting  Goods  Company,  710 
Orange  Street,  Ashland,  Ohio  44805.  far  Bass 
Pro  Shops,  2023  S.  Glenstone,  Springfield, 
Missouri  65804,  effective  May  14,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1118/0,  adult  Model 
No.  6738,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Hunt  and  Fish  Buoyant  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U5.C.O.  Specifi¬ 
cation  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report 
file  No.  MQ  267,  Type  III  PFD,  manufactured 
by  Kent  Sporting  Goods  Company,  710 
Orange  Street,  Ashland,  Ohio  44805,  for  Bass 
Pro  Shops,  2023  S.  Glenstone,  Springfield, 
Missouri  65804,  effective  May  14,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1119/0,  adult.  Model 
No.  6838,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  "Hunt  and  Fish  Buoyant  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Spec¬ 
ification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report 
file  No.  MQ  267,  Type  HI  PFD,  manufactured 
by  Kent  Sporting  Goods  Company,  710 
Orange  Street,  Ashland,  Ohio  44805,  for 
Bass  Pro  Shops,  2023  S.  Glenstone,  Spring- 
field,  Missouri  65804,  effective  May  14,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1120/0,  adult,  Model 
No.  946,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  "Buoyant  Sport  Vest”,  manufactured 
in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No. 
MQ  209,  Type  in  PFD,  manufactured  by 
Omega  Marketing,  Inc.,  266  Border  Street, 
Marblehead,  Massachusetts  01945,  for  Grum¬ 
man  Boats,  Marathon,  New  York  13803,  ef¬ 
fective  May  14, 1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1121/0,  adult.  Model 
No.  945,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  "Buoyant  Sport  Vest”,  manufactured 
in  accordance  with  UJS.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No. 
MQ  209,  Type  HI  PFD,  manufactured  by 
Omega  Marketing,  Inc.,  206  Border  Street,* 
Marblehead,  Massachusetts  01945,  for  Grum¬ 
man  Boats,  Marathon,  New  York  13803,  ef¬ 
fective  May  14, 1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1122/0,  adult,  Model 
No.  944,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastlo 
foam  “Buoyant  Sport  Vest",  manufactured  in 
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accordance  with  U.8.C.G.  Specification  Sub¬ 
part  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ 
209,  Type  HI  PFD,  manufactured  by  Omega 
Marketing,  Inc.,  266  Border  Street,  Marble- 
bead,  Massachusetts  01945,  for  Grumman 
Boats,  Marathon,  New  Tork  13803,  effective 
May  14,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1123/0,  adult,  Model 
No.  943,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Buoyant  Sport  Vest”,  manufactured 
in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No. 
MQ  209,  Type  in  PFD,  manufactured  by 
Omega  Marketing,  Inc.,  266  Border  Street, 
Marblehead,  Massachusetts  01945,  for  Grum¬ 
man  Boats,  Marathon,  New  York  13803,  ef¬ 
fective  May  14,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1124/0,  child  medium. 
Model  No.  942,  cloth  covered  unicellular 
plastic  foam  “Buoyant  Sport  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Speci¬ 
fication  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report 
file  No.  MQ  209,  Type  in  PFD,  manufactured 
by  Omega  Marketing,  Inc.,  266  Border  Street, 
Marblehead,  Massachusetts  01945,  for  Grum¬ 
man  Boats,  Marathon.  New  York  13803,  ef¬ 
fective  May  14, 1976. 

Safety  Valves  (Power  Boilers) 

Approval  No.  162.001/271/2,  Crosby  style 
HNB-MS-57  nozzle  type  pilot  actuated  safety 
relief  valve,  dwg.  B-49676  revised  April  8, 
1976;  approved  for  a  maximum  pressure  of 
1200  p.s.i.g.  at  900°  F.,  inlet  sizes  l'/2''.  2”, 
2*4".  3",  and  4”,  manufactured  by  Crosby 
Valve  and  Gage  Company,  Wrentham,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  02093,  effective  May  7,  1976.  (It 
is  an  extension  of  Approval  No.  162.001/271/2 
dated  April  28, 1971.) 

Approval  No.  162.001/272/2,  Crosby  style 
HNB-MS-58  nozzle  type  pilot  actuated  safety 
relief  valve,  Crosby  dwg.  B-49676  revised 
April  8,  1976;  approved  for  a  maximum  pres¬ 
sure  of  995  p.s.i.g.- at  1050°  F.,  inlet  sizes 
l*/4",  2”,  2*4",  3",  and  4",  manufactured  by 
Crosby  Valve  and  Gage  Company,  Wrentham, 
Massachusetts  02093,  effective  May  7,  1976. 
(It  Is  an  extension  of  Approval  No.  162.001/ 
272/2  dated  April  28,  1971.) 

Approval  No.  162.001/273/2,  Crosby  style 
HNB-MS-67  nozzle  type  pilot  actuated  safety 
relief  valve,  Crosby  dwg.  B-49676  revised 
April  8,  1976;  approved  for  a  maximum  pres¬ 
sure  of  1600  p.s.i.g.  at  900°  F.,  inlet  sizes 
1*4",  2",  2V4",  3",  and  4",  manufactured 
by  Crosby  Valve  and  Gage  Company,  Wren¬ 
tham,  Massachusetts  02093,  effective  May  7, 
1976.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Approval  No. 
162.001/273/2  dated  April  28,  1971.) 

Approval  No.  162.001/274/2,  Crosby  style 
HNB-MS-68  nozzle  type  pilot  actuated  safety 
relief  valve,  dwg.  B-49676  revised  April  8, 
1976;  approved  for  a  maximum  pressure  of 
995  pjs.l.g.  at  1050°  F.,  inlet  sizes  l*/4",  2", 
2*4",  3",  and  4",  manufactured  by  Crosby 
Valve  and  Gage  Company,  Wrentham,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  02093,  effective  May  7,  1976.  (It 
Is  an  extension  of  Approval  No.  162.001/274/2 
dated  April  28,  1971.) 

Approval  No.  162.001/275/2,  Crosby  style 
HNB— MS-67-25  nozzle  type  pilot  actuated 
safety  relief  valve,  dwg.  B— 49676  revised  April 
8,  1976;  approved  for  a  maximum  pressure  of 
1600  pjs.i.g.  at  900°  F„  inlet  sizes  1%",  2". 
2*/4",  and  3",  manufactured  by  Crosby  Valve 
and  Gage  Company,  Wrentham,  Massachu¬ 
setts  02093,  effective  May  7,  1976.  (It  is  an 
extension  of  Approval  No.  162.001/275/2 
dated  April  28, 1971.) 

Approval  No.  162.001/276/2,  Crosby  style 
HNB-MS-68— 25  nozzle  type  pilot  actuated 
safety  relief  valve,  dwg.  B-49676  revised 


April  8,  1976;  approved  fora  maximum  pres¬ 
sure  of  1600  p.s.l.g.  at  1050°  F.,  inlet  sizes 
1*4",  2",  2*4",  and  3",  manufactured  by 
Crosby  Valve  and  Gage  Company,  Wrentham, 
Massachusetts  02093,  effective  May  7,  1976. 
(It  is  an  extension  of  Approval  No.  162.001/ 
276/2  dated  April  28,  1971.) 

Approval  No.  162.001/277/2,  Crosby  style 
HNB-MS-57-9  nozzle  type  pilot  actuated 
safety  relief  valve,  dwg.  B-49676  revised 
April  8,  1976;  approved  for  a  maximum  pres¬ 
sure  of  1050  p.s.l.g.  at  900°  F.,  inlet  sizes  3" 
and  4",  manufactured  by  Crosby  Valve  and 
Gage  Company,  Wrentham,  Massachusetts 
02093,  effective  May  7,  1976.  (It  is  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  Approval  No.  162.001/277/2  dated 
April  28,  1971.) 

Approval  No.  162.001/278/2,  Crosby  style 
HNB-MS-58-9  nozzle  type  pilot  actuated 
safety  relief  valve,  dwg.  B-49676  revised 
April  8,  1976;  approved  for  a  maximum  pres¬ 
sure  of  595  p.s.i.g.  at  1050°  F„  inlet  sizes  3" 
and  4",  manufactured  by  Crosby  Valve  and 
Gage  Company,  Wrentham,  Massachusetts 
02093,  effective  May  7,  1976.  (It  Is  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  Approval  No.  162.001/278/2.) 

Structural  Insulations  for  Merchant 
Vessels 

Approval  No.  164.007/34/0,  ‘‘Mono-Koto” 
sprayed  vermiculite  type  structural  Insula¬ 
tion  identical  to  that  described  In  National 
Bureau  of  Standards  Test  Report  No. 
TG10210-2075 :  FR  3592,  dated  July  24,  1961, 
and  Underwriters’  Laboratories,  Inc.  Reports 
Retardant  4374,  dated  February  25,  1960, 
4374-2,  dated  June  20,  1960,  and  4374-3  dated 
October  10,  1960,  for  use  without  other  In¬ 
sulating  material  to  meet  Class  A-60  require¬ 
ments  in  a  2-lnch  thickness  and  18  to  22 
pounds  per  cubic  foot  density,  manufactured 
by  California  Zonollte  Company,  758  Colo¬ 
rado  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles,  California  90041, 
effective  May  6.  1976.  (It  Is  an  extension  of 
Approval  No.  164.007/34/0  dated  July  7,  1971.) 

Incombustible  Materials  for  Merchant 
Vessels 

Approval  No.  164.009/135/2,  "Thermal  In¬ 
sulating  Wool  (TIW) ,  fibrous  glass  insulation 
Incombustible  material  identical  to  that  de¬ 
scribed  In  National  Bureau  of  Standards  Test 
Report  No.  TG10210-2197 :FR3734  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1970  and  Owens-Cornlng  letters 
dated  May  15,  1970  and  September  17,  1971, 
Type  1A  (1.08  lbs./cu.  ft.)  Blanket  Insula¬ 
tion,  Type  IB  (2.00  lbs./cu.  ft.)  Blanket  In¬ 
sulation,  and  Type  2  (2.4  lbs./cu.  ft.)  Batt 
Insulation,  manufactured  by  Owens-Cornlng 
Fiberglass  Corporation,  Toledo,  Ohio  43659, 
effective  May  4,  1976.  (It  supersedes  Approval 
No.  164.009/135/1  dated  March  6.  1974.) 

Dated:  June  17,  1976. 

H.  G.  Lyons, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Act¬ 
ing  Chief,  Office  of  Merchant 
Marine  Safety. 

| FR  Doc.76-18370  Filed  6-23  76;8:45  am| 


|  CCGD5-76-03R ) 

NORFOLK  DOWNTOWN  HARBOR 
REGATTA 

Special  Local  Regulations 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of 
April  28,  1908  (35  STAT  69)  as  amended, 
and  33  CFR  100.35,  as  amended,  this 
notice  promulgates  special  local  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  Norfolk  Downtown  Harbor 


Regatta.  These  special  local  regulations 
are  established  to  insure  the  safety  of  life 
on  the  Elizabeth  River,  Norfolk,  Virginia, 
immediately  before,  during  and  immedi¬ 
ately  after  this  regatta. 

A  preliminary  notice  containing  details 
of  the  Regatta  and  proposed  subject 
special  regulations  and  a  request  for 
comment  was  given  wide  distribution 
within  the  local  area  to  those  most  likely 
to  be  affected.  In  response  to  that  notice, 
only  one  objection  was  received  and  that 
has  been  resolved  to  the  mutual  satisfac¬ 
tion  of  those  concerned.  Because  there 
are  no  remaining  objections  by  those 
most  affected  by  the  proposed  regulation, 

I  find  that  the  publishing  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  a  general  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  is  impractical  and  unneces¬ 
sary. 

(a)  Location. — The  area  subject  to 
these  regulations  is  those  waters  enclosed 
by  lines  drawn  across  the  Elizabeth  River 
at  latitude  of  36°50'54"  and  36°50'19" 
and  a  line  drawn  across  the  Eastern 
Branch  of  the  Elizabeth  River  at  a  longi¬ 
tude  of  76“17'19". 

(b)  Regulations. — (1)  Except  for 
participants  in  the  Norfolk  Downtown 
Harbor  Regatta  or  persons  or  vessels  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Coast  Guard  patrol 
officer,  no  person  or  vessel  may  enter  or 
remain  in  the  area  specified  in  paragraph 

(a)  of  these  regulations. 

(2)  The  operator  of  any  vessel  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  the  area  specified 
in  paragraph  (a)  above  of  these  regula¬ 
tions  shall: 

(i)  Stop  his  vessel  immediately  upon 
hearing  five  or  more  short  blasts  of  a 
horn  or  whistle  from  any  vessel  display¬ 
ing  a  Coast  Guard  emblem;  and 

(ii)  Proceed  as  directed  by  a  Coast 
Guard  ofiicer  or  petty  officer. 

(3)  Any  spectator  vessel  may  anchor 
outside  of  the  area  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  these  regulations. 

(4)  The  Coast  Guard  patrol  officer  is 
a  commissioned  officer  of  the  Coast 
Guard,  who  has  been  designated  by  the 
Commander,  Fifth  Coast  Guard  District. 

(5)  These  regulations  and  other  appli¬ 
cable  laws  and  regulations  are  enforced 
by  Coast  Guard  officers  and  petty  officers 
on  board  Coast  Guard,  public,  and 
private  vessels  displaying  the  Coast 
Guard  emblem. 

(Sec.  1,  35  Stat.  69  as  amended,  sec.  6(b)  (1) 
80  Stat.  937;  46  USC  sec.  454,  49  USC  sec.  1655 

(b) (1);  33  CFR  100.36,  49  CFR  1.46(b).) 

Effective  Dates.  These  regulations  are 
effective  on  July  24,  1976  from  11:30  a.m. 
to  3  p.m.  and  3:30  p.m.  to  5:30  pjn.;  on 
July  25,  1976  from  12  Noon  to  3  p.m.  and 
3:30  p.m.  to  5  p.m.  All  times  are  Eastern 
Daylight  Savings  Time. 

Dated:  May  27,  1976. 

J.  E.  Johansen, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commander,  Fifth  Coast 
Guard  District. 

|FR  Doc.76-18373  Filed  6-23-76:8:46  am) 
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PROPOSED  BRIDGE  ACROSS  THE 
SKIPANON  RIVER,  WARRENTON,  ORE. 

Public  Hearing 

The  Commandant  has  authorized  a 
public  hearing  to  be  held  by  the  Com¬ 
mander,  Thirteenth  Coast  Guard  Dis¬ 
trict,  at  The  Warren  ton  High  School, 
Warrenton,  Oregon,  at  7:00  p.m.,  July 
28,  1976.  The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to 
consider  the  application  from  the  State 
of  Oregon  Highway  Division  for  a  permit 
to  construct  a  two-lane  fixed  highway 
bridge  across  the  Skipanon  River,  mile 
2.0.  at  Warrenton,  Oregon.  The  proposed 
bridge  will  replace  an  existing  fioat-out 
span  bridge  at  the  same  location.  All  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  present  data,  views 
and  comments  orally  or  in  writing  at  the 
public  hearing  concerning  the  impact  of 
the  proposed  bridge  on  the  environment 
and  its  effect  on  navigation.  A  final  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  prepared 
by  the  Federal  Highway  Administration 
was  filed  with  the  Council  on  Environ¬ 
mental  Quality  on  1  December  1975  as 
lead  agency  in  compliance  with  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  Policy  Act. 

The  hearing  will  be  informal.  A  Coast 
Guard  representative  will  preside  at  the 
hearing,  make  a  brief  opening  statement 
describing  the  proposed  bridge,  and  an¬ 
nounce  the  procedures  to  be  followed  at 
the  hearing.  Each  person  who  wishes  to 
make  an  oral  statement  should  notify  the 
Commander  (oan).  Thirteenth  Coast 
Guard  District,  Federal  Building,  915 
Second  Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington 
98174,  by  July  26,  1976.  Such  notification 
should  include  the  approximate  time  re¬ 
quired  to  make  the  presentation.  A  tran¬ 
script  will  be  made  of  the  hearing  and 
may  be  purchased  by  the  public.  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  who  are  unable  to  attend 
this  hearing  may  also  participate  in  the 
consideration  of  this  bridge  permit  ap¬ 
plication  by  submitting  their  comments 
in  writing  on  or  before  August  11, 1976,  to 
the  Commander  (oan) ,  Thirteenth  Coast 
Guard  District.  Each  comment  should 
state  the  reasons  for  support  or  opposi¬ 
tion  or  proposed  changes  to  the  plans 
and  the  name  and  address  of  the  persons 
or  oi’ganization  submitting  the  comment. 

Copies  of  all  written  communications 
will  be  available  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons  at  the  office  of  the  Com¬ 
mander  (oan).  Thirteenth  Coast  Guard 
District.  All  comments  received  will  be 
considered  before  final  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  bridge  permit  applica¬ 
tion.  After  the  time  set  for  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments,  the  Commander  (oan) , 
Thirteenth  Coast  Guard  District,  will 
forward  the  record,  including  all  written 
comments  and  his  recommendations  to 
the  Commandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  The  Comman¬ 
dant  will  make  the  final  determination 
of  the  bridge  permit. 


NOTICES 

(Sec.  502,  60  Stat.  847,  as  amended;  33  U.S.C. 
526,  49  U.S.C.  1655(g)(6)(c);  49  CFR  1.46 
(C) (10) ) 

Dated:  June  17, 1976. 

A.  F.  Fugaro, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard. 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  Envi¬ 
ronment  and  Systems. 

[PR  Doc.76-18083  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am| 


Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
[Docket  No.  76-5W] 

EXPLORER  PIPELINE  CO. 

Installation  of  Pumping  Equipment; 

Waiver  of  Pipeline  Safety  Standard 

By  letter  petition  dated  February  23, 
1976,  the  Explorer  Pipeline  Company  re¬ 
quested  that  the  Materials  Transporta¬ 
tion  Bureau  <MTB)  grant  a  waiver  from 
compliance  with  49  CFR  195.262(d)(2) 
with  regard  to  the  proposed  installation 
of  pumping  equipment  at  its  “Grapevine 
Meter  Station”  near  Southlake,  Texas, 
as  shown  on  Explorer’s  Drawing  No.  273- 
MS-1004.  Section  195.262(d)  (2)  requires 
that  pumping  equipment  be  installed  at 
least  50  feet  from  the  boundary  of  the 
station.  The  purpose  of  this  requirement 
is  to  protect  adjacent  property  owners 
from  the  effects  of  any  incident  which 
might  occur  at  the  location  of  the  pump¬ 
ing  equipment. 

Explorer  alleges  that  the  space  availa¬ 
ble  at  the  station  does  not  permit  instal¬ 
lation  of  the  new  equipment  in  conformi¬ 
ty  with  $  195.262(d)  (2),  and  that  it  has 
been  unable  to  purchase  adjoining  land 
to  enlarge  the  station.  Explorer  proposes 
that  as  an  alternate  safety  requirement, 
it  be  permitted  to  install  the  new  equip¬ 
ment  12  feet  from  the  station  boundary. 

In  support  of  its  proposal.  Explorer 
submitted  a  statement  by  the  American 
Petrofina  Company,  the  owner  of  adja¬ 
cent  land  located  within  50  feet  of  the 
proposed  installation,  indicating  that  it 
has  no  objection  to  installation  of  the 
equipment  12  feet  from  the  property 
boundary. 

The  information  presented  by  Explorer 
also  indicates  that  the  adjacent  land 
owned  by  American  Petrofina  is  vacant, 
the  area  is  zoned  for  industrial  use,  and 
that  the  proposed  location  of  the  pump¬ 
ing  equipment  is  accessible  in  an  emer¬ 
gency  through  the  Grapevine  Meter 
Station. 

MTB  is  concerned,  however,  over  the 
possibility  that  land  within  50  feet  of 
the  proposed  location  may  not  remain 
vacant  in  the  future,  and  if  an  absolute 
waiver  were  granted  as  requested,  per¬ 
sons  or  property  would  not  be  afforded 
the  protection  which  the  existing  rule 
provides.  As  a  consequence,  MTB  be¬ 
lieves  that  if  the  proposed  installation 
is  to  be  permitted.  Explorer  must  pro¬ 
vide  equivalent  protection  should  the  va¬ 
cant  land  within  50  feet  of  the  installa- 
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tion  site  outside  the  station  boundary  be 
developed. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
appears  that  the  installation  of  pumping 
equipment  12  feet  from  the  boundary  of 
the  Grapevine  Meter  Station  as  shown 
on  Explorer’s  Drawing  No.  273-MS-1004 
would  be  consistent  with  pipeline  safety 
on  condition  that  protection  equivalent 
to  50  feet  of  separation  is  provided  as 
set  forth  below.  Therefore,  effective  im¬ 
mediately,  the  Explorer  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  is  hereby  granted  a  waiver  from 
compliance  with  49  CFR  195.262(d)  (2) 
for  the  requested  purpose,  subject  to  the 
following  condition: 

If  the  land  outside  the  Grapevine  Meter 
Station  within  50  feet  of  the  pumping  equip¬ 
ment  is  developed.  Explorer  shall  provide  pro¬ 
tection  for  the  development  equivalent  to  a 
separation  of  50  feet  from  the  pumping 
equipment. 

(Sec.  6.  Pub.  L.  89-670.  80  Stat.  937.  49  USC 
1655;  18  USC  831-835;  40  FR  43901,  49  CFR 
1.53.) 

Issued  in  Washington, .D.C.  on  June  17, 
1976. 

James  T.  Curtis,  Jr., 

Director, 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.76-18291  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  ami 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 
[  Docket  No.  IP76-7;  Notice  1 1 

AMERICAN  MOTORS  CORP. 

Petition  for  Exemption  From  Notice  and 
Recall  for  Inconsequential  Noncompliance 

American  Motors  Corporation  (AMC) 
of  Michigan  has  petitioned  to  be  ex¬ 
empted  from  the  notification  and  recall 
requirements  of  the  National  Traffic  and 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
1381  et  seq.)  for  a  noncompliance  with 
49  CFR  571.108,  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  No.  108,  Lamps  Reflective  De¬ 
vices,  and  Associated  Equipment,  on  the 
basis  that  the  noncompliance  is  incon¬ 
sequential  as  it  relates  to  motor  vehicle 
safety. 

Standard  No.  108  requires  that  a  sin¬ 
gle  compartment  red  rear  combination 
stop  and  turn  signal  lamp  emit  not  less 
than  140  candlepower  measured  at  the 
third  group  of  seven  groups  of  test 
points.  AMC  has  discovered  “that  a  few 
Hornet  stop  and  turn  signal  lamps  *  *  * 
installed  on  vehicles  manufactured  be¬ 
tween  January  20  and  February  4,  1976”, 
may  fail  to  comply.  A  sample  lamp  tested 
by  AMC  as  part  of  its  own  internal  rou¬ 
tine  quality  control  program,  registered 
139  candlepower  at  the  third  group,  one 
candlepower  below  the  required  mini¬ 
mum.  AMC  attributes  the  failure  to  the 
red  plastic  lens  on  the  failed  lamp  being 
slightly  darker  than  specification  due  to 
an  incorrect  bulk  plastic  material.  It 
stated  that  the  difference  in  candlepower 
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could  not  be  detected  by  the  naked  eye 
or  by  inspection  of  the  lens,  and  that  the 
noncompliance  is  therefore  inconsequen¬ 
tial  as  it  relates  to  motor  vehicle  safety. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  for 
a  temporary  exemption  is  published  in 
accordance  with  section  157  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  1417) ,  and  does  not  repre¬ 
sent  any  agency  decision  or  other  exer¬ 
cise  of  judgment  concerning  the  merits 
of  the  petition. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  petition  for  exemp¬ 
tion  of  American  Motors  Corp.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  the  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section, 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It 
is  requested  but  not  required  that  five 
copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered.  The 
application  and  supporting  materials, 
and  all  comments  received,  are  available 
for  examination  in  the  docket  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  the  closing  date  will 
also  be  filed  and  will  be  considered  to  the 
extent  practicable.  Notice  of  final  action 
on  the  petition  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Comment  closing  date:  August  9,  1976. 

(Sec.  3,  Pub.  L.  92-548,  86  Stat  1159  ( 15  U.S.C. 
1410);  delegations  of  authority  at  49  CFR 
1.60  and  49  CFR  501.8) . 

Issued  on:  June  18, 1976. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator. 

Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

]FR  Doc.76-18402  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  ami 


|  Docket  No.  IP76-8;  Notice  1 1 

CHRYSLER  CORP. 

Petition  for  Exemption  From  Notice  and 
Recall  for  Inconsequential  Noncompliance 

Chrysler  Corporation  of  Detroit,  Mich¬ 
igan,  has  petitioned  to  be  exempted  from 
the  notification  and  recall  requirements 
of  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1381  et  seq.) 
for  an  apparent  noncompliance  with  49 
CFR  571.110,  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  No.  110,  Tire  Selection  and 
Rims — Passenger  Cars,  on  the  basis  that 
lit  is  inconsequential  as  it  relates  to 
motor  vehicle  safety. 

S4.3(C)  of  Standard  No.  110  states 
that  the  informational  placard  which 
the  standard  requires  must  display  the 
vehicle  manufacturer’s  recommended 
cold  tire  inflation  pressure  at  maximum 
loaded  vehicle  weight.  The  correct  recom¬ 
mended  pressure  for  front  tires  on  1976 
Plymouth  Volare  and  Dodge  Aspen  sta¬ 
tion  wagons  equipped  with  air  condition¬ 
ing  and  F78-14  or  FR78-14  tires  is  26 
psi,  representing  a  2  psi  margin  of  added 
safety  according  to  the  company.  How¬ 
ever,  on  17,500  wagons  built  from  No¬ 
vember  1975  through  the  middle  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  1976,  the  pressure  was  given  as  22 


psi.  The  same  error  exists  in  the  com¬ 
pany’s  consumer  information  furnished 
pursuant  to  49  CFR  Part  575.  Chrysler’s 
arguments  that  the  error  is  inconsequen¬ 
tial  may  be  summarized  as  follows.  The 
first  is  that  the  design  overload  is  mini¬ 
mal  and  theoretical,  occurring  only  if  a 
particular  vehicle  is  equipped  with  all 
available  accessory  options  and  all  desig¬ 
nated  seating  positions  are  occupied. 
When  these  two  conditions  occur,  six- 
cylinder  wagon  tires  will  be  overloaded  by 
25  pounds,  and  eight-cylinder  wagon  tires 
by  45  pounds,  differentials  that  may  be 
eliminated  by  raising  tire  pressure  1  and 
2  pounds  respectively. 

Chrysler’s  second  argument  is  that  the 
actual  overload  condition  on  vehicles  as 
built  and  operated  is  minimal  both  in 
magnitude  and  frequency  of  occurrences. 
The  company  calculates  that  only  15.3 
percent  of  the  17,500  wagons  might  be 
affected  when  a  front  tire  pressure  of  22 
psi  is  maintained.  Finally  the  company 
argues  that  its  vehicle  endurance  test¬ 
ing  has  shown  that  an  actual  overload 
condition  has  no  adverse  effect  on  the 
safe  operation  of  the  vehicle  or  tires. 
The  company  tested  9  Aspen  and  Volare 
wagons  at  22  psi  for  over  144,000  endur¬ 
ance  test  miles  (4,800  to  50,000  miles  per 
vehicle)  with  20  percent  of  the  test  mile¬ 
age  for  each  vehicle  accumulated  while 
operating  at  “maximum  loaded  vehicle 
weight”  conditions.  Tires  were  overloaded 
on  four  of  the  wagons  at  values  ranging 
from  1  to  31  pounds.  No  tire  failures  were 
recorded  nor  reports  recorded  of  ab¬ 
normal  vehicle  handling. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  for 
a  temporary  exemption  is  published  in 
accordance  with  Section  157  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  1417),  and  does  not  rep¬ 
resent  any  agency  decision  or  other  ex¬ 
ercise  of  judgment  concerning  the  merits 
of  the  petition. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  petition  for  exemp¬ 
tion  of  Chrysler  Corp.  Comments  should 
refer  to  the  docket  number  and  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to:  Docket  Section,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration, 
Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It  is  requested 
but  not  required  that  five  copies  be  sub¬ 
mitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered.  The 
application  and  supporting  materials, 
and  all  comments  received  are  available 
for  examination  in  the  docket  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  the  closing  date  will 
also  be  filed  and  will  be  considered  to 
the  extent  practicable.  Notice  of  final 
action  on  the  petition  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Comment  closing  date:  August  9,  1976. 

(Sec.  3.  Pub.  L.  92-648,  86  Stat.  1159  (15 
US.C.  1410);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1 .50  and  49  CFR  501 .8) 

Issued  on  June  18, 1976. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.76-18401  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

On  July  12,  13  and  14,  1976  the  Na¬ 
tional  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Advisory 
Council  will  hold  an  open  3 -day  motor 
vehicle  safety  seminar  in  the  auditorium 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Building  (FOB  10-A),  800  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  The  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  is  composed  of  25  mem¬ 
bers,  a  majority  of  whom  are  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  general  public,  including 
representatives  of  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments,  with  the  remainder  including 
representatives  of  motor  vehicle  manu¬ 
facturers,  motor  vehicle  equipment 
manufacturers,  and  motor  vehicle 
dealers.  The  Advisory  Council  makes 
recommendations  to  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  on  motor  vehicle  safety 
and  property  loss  reduction  programs 
carried  out  by  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration. 

On  July  12  the  seminar  will  open  at 
9:00  a.m.  with  the  following  agenda: 
Welcome  by  the  Council  Chairman 
Presentation  of  Council’s  Speno  Award 
Introduction  to  Morning  Session  on  Key 
Issues  in  Heavy  Truck  Safety 
Presentations: 

Glenn  Parsons,  Office  of  Statistics  & 
Analysis,  Research  &  Development, 
NHTSA 

Peter  Griskivich,  Director,  Motor 
Truck  Manufacturers  Division,  Mo¬ 
tor  Vehicle  Manufacturers  Associa¬ 
tion 

Henry  Wakeland,  Director,  Bureau  of 
Surface  Transportation,  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board 
Ralph  V.  Durham,  Director,  Safety  & 
Health,  International  Brotherhood 
of  Teamsters 
Panel  Discussion 

Afternoon  Session  Beginning  at  1:30 
p.m. — Key  issues  in  Heavy  Truck 
Safety 

Presentations: 

Ken  Pierson,  Deputy  Director,  Bureau 
of  Motor  Carrier  Safety,  FHWA 
Arthur  Fox,  Professional  Drivers 
Council  (PROD) 

Robert  Shertz,  Chairman,  Safety 
Committee  on  Research  and  En¬ 
vironment,  American  Trucking  As¬ 
sociation 

Susan  Baker,  M.P.H.,  Johns  Hopkins 
University 
Panel  Discussion 
Statements  by  Seminar  Attendees 
On  July  13  the  seminar  will  open  at 
9:00  ajn.  with  the  following  agenda: 
Introduction  and  Overview  to  Morn¬ 
ing  Session  on  Restraint  System 
Effectiveness 
Presentations : 

“Ontario  Province  of  Canada  Seat 
Belt  Usage  Law” — Herbert  J. 
Aikin,  Ministry  of  Transportation 
&  Communications 
"Consumer  Reaction  to  Seat  Belt 
Comfort  &  Convenience” — Wesley 
E.  Woodson,  President,  Man  Fac¬ 
tors,  Inc. 
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“Swedish  Government/Industry 
Study  of  Belt  Usage  Law  Effec¬ 
tiveness” — Lars  Einar-Nilsson, 
SAAB,  Sweden 

“Recent  Data  on  Air  Bag  and  Belt 
Restraint  System  Effectiveness” — 
Dr.  Russell  Smith,  Research  & 
Development,  NHTSA  DISPLAY 
OP  AUTOMOBILES  WITH  AD¬ 
VANCED  SEAT  BELT  SYS¬ 
TEMS— PAA  CONCOURSE 

Afternoon  Session  Beginning  at  1:30 
p.m. — Restraint  System  Effective¬ 
ness 

“New  Developments  in  Safety  Belt 
Design” — Messrs.  Babbitt  and 
Henderson,  American  Safety 
Equipment  Corporation 
“Factors  Influencing  Design  of 
Passenger  Car  Belt  Restraint  Sys¬ 
tems”  and  “Inducements  to  In¬ 
creased  Safety  Belt  Usage” — 
Messrs.  Michael  Webb  and  Rich¬ 
ard  Shackson,  Ford  Motor  Com¬ 
pany 

Panel  Discussion — “Alternatives  to 
Seat  Belt  Usage  Laws  and  Passive 
Restraints” 

On  July  14  the  seminar  will  open  at 
9:30  a.m.  with  the  following  agenda: 

Introduction  to  Morning  Session  on 
Public  Policy  and  Politics  as  it  Re¬ 
lates  to  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Stand¬ 
ards 

Presentations : 

“Regulatory  Policy:  An  Industry’s 
View  of  the  Governmental  Proc¬ 
ess” — William  D.  Eberle,  Presi¬ 
dent,  Motor  Vehicle  Manufac¬ 
turers  Association 
“Identifying  Public  Policy” — Mrs. 
Judith  T.  Connor,  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Transportation  for  En¬ 
vironment,  Safety,  and  Consumer 
Affairs 

Panel — Questions  and  Answers 

Afternoon  Session  beginning  at  1:30 
p.m.  on  Public  Policy  and  Politics 
Relating  to  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standards 

“Congressional  Action  to  Reform 
Federal  Regulation” — Stuart  M. 
Statler,  Minority  Chief  Counsel, 
Permanent  Subcommittee  on  In¬ 
vestigations,  Senate  Government 
Operations  Committee 
“Politics  and  Benefit  Cost  Analysis 
in  NHTSA  Rulemaking” — Lowell 
Dodge,  Special  Counsel,  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Oversight  &  Investiga¬ 
tions,  House  Interstate  &  Foreign 
Commerce  Committee 

Panel — Questions  and  Answers 

For  further  information  contact  the 
NHTSA  Executive  Secretary,  room  5215, 
400  Seventh  Street,  S.W..  Washington, 
D.C.  telephone  202-426-2872. 

This  notice  is  given  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  10(a)  (2)  of  Public  Law  92-463,  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (FACA), 
effective  January  5,  1973. 

Issued:  June  18, 1976. 

William  H.  Marsh, 
Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-18523  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Dockets  27724  and  28945;  Order  76-6-137] 

OZARK  AIR  LINES,  INC. 

Suspension 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  the 
18th  day  of  June,  1976.  Application  of 
Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  for  amendment  of 
Its  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  to  delete  Galesburg,  Ill.,  there¬ 
from — Docket  27724.  Application  of 
Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  for  temporary  sus¬ 
pension  of  service  at  Galesburg  and  Ster¬ 
ling  Rock  Falls.  Ill. — Docket  28945. 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

On  April  10,  1975,  Ozark  Air  Lines  filed 
an  application  in  docket  27724  for 
amendment  of  its  certificate  for  route 
107  so  as  to  delete  the  intermediate  point 
Galesburg,  Ill.  This  application  was  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  motion  for  an  order  to 
show  cause  or,  alternatively,  an  expedited 
hearing.  On  March  3,  1976,  prior  to  any 
formal  Board  decision  with  respect  to 
docket  27724.  Ozark  filed  an  application, 
docket  28945,  for  authority  to  suspend 
service  at  Galesburg  and  Sterling/Rock 
Falls,  Ill.,  for  a  period  of  7  years,  subject 
to  the  conditions  usually  imposed  by  the 
Board  when  commuter/replacement 
service  at  a  point  is  contemplated.1  The 
carrier,  in  its  suspension  application,  also 
states  its  intention  to  withdraw  its  dele¬ 
tion  application  upon  grant  by  the  Board 
of  suspension  authority. 

In  support  of  its  application  for  sus¬ 
pension,  Ozark  alleges,  inter  alia,  that: 
the  demand  for  certificated  air  service 
at  Galesburg  and  Sterling/Rock  Falls 
has  not  been  satisfactory  and  shows  no 
signs  of  improvement ;  2  the  low  traffic  re- 


1  Ozark’s  proposed  conditions  are  that  its 
suspension  would  be  subject  to  termination 
30  days  after  the  commuter  air  carrier (s) 
(not  specified)  ceases  or  fails  to  provide 
between  Galesburg  and  Sterling/Rock  Falls, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  Chicago,  on  the  other, 
at  least  three  daily  round  trips  Monday 
through  Friday:  that  Ozark  shall  maintain 
in  effect  for  the  service  operated  by  the 
commuter  air  carrier(s)  all  joint-fare  tariffs 
now  in  effect  or  hereafter  required  to  be 
filed  by  the  Board;  that  Ozark  shall  main¬ 
tain,  and  the  commuter  atr  carrier(s)  shall 
concur  in,  as  long  as  the  suspension  is  in 
effect,  passenger  fares  and  cargo  rates  at 
levels  equal  to  the  fares  and  rates  which 
Ozark  could  charge  between  Galesburg  and 
Sterling/Rock  Falls,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
other  cities  on  Ozark’s  system,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  Ozark  were  providing  service  at 
the  two  points  with  its  own  aircraft;  and 
that  Ozark  shall  not  itself  resume  service 
without  explicit  Board  approval  during  the 
period  in  which  the  commuter  air  carrier (s) 
provides  the  service  described  above  at  Gales¬ 
burg  and  Sterling/Rock  Falls. 

1  The  carrier  indicates  that  traffic  at  Gales¬ 
burg  has  ranged  from  a  low  of  1.89  and  1.83 
passengers  per  departure  in  1960  and  1961, 
the  first  2  years  of  operation,  to  a  high  of 
5.88  passengers  per  departure  in  1968.  At 
Sterling/Rock  Falls,  the  low  of  1.61  enplane- 
ments  per  departure  was  in  1963,  the  first 
full  year  of  operation,  and  the  high  of 
3.94  enplanements  per  departure  was  in  1968. 
At  present,  Ozark  estimates  that  it  is  board- 


sponse  is  probably  due  to  improved  high¬ 
ways  in  the  area  and  the  close  proximity 
of  alternate  and  more  extensive  air 
transportation  available  at  Quad  Cities 
and  Peoria  in  the  case  of  Galesburg  and 
at  Quad  Cities  in  the  case  of  Sterling/ 
Rock  Falls,  as  well  as  surface  passenger 
service  to  Chicago; 3  termination  of  serv¬ 
ice  at  Galesburg  and  Sterling /Rock  Falls 
would  result  in  a  net  economic  benefit 
of  $521,094  or  a  subsidy-need  reduction 
per  passenger  of  $35.67;  suspension  of 
service  at  Galesburg  and  Sterling/Rock 
Falls  will  also  result  in  a  savings  of  ap¬ 
proximately  199,096  gallons  of  fuel;  and 
the  suspension  will  not  result  in  any  in¬ 
convenience  to  the  traveling  public  since 
the  two  points  will  receive  scheduled  air 
taxi  commuter  service  to  Chicago.4 

The  Galesburg 3  and  Sterling/Rock 
Falls  Parties®  filed  answers  to  Ozark's 
suspension  request  stating  that  they  do 
not  agree  with  all  the  statements  and 
arguments  made  by  Ozark.  However, 
many  of  these  parties  also  state  that  they 
do  not  object  to  the  relief  sought,  provid¬ 
ed  that  the  suspension  is  conditioned 
upon  acceptable  and  adequate  substitute 
air  service  at  Galesburg  and  Whiteside 
County  airports.  The  Galesburg  Chamber 
of  Commerce  requests  that  the  substitute 
air  carrier  be  required  to  provide  four 
round  trips  daily  between  Galesburg  and 
Chicago  and  three  round  trips  daily  be¬ 
tween  Galesburg  and  St.  Louis. 

Finally  Ozark  has  filed  a  motion  to 
consolidate  its  applications  in  dockets 
27724  (for  deletion  of  Galesburg)  and 
28945  (for  suspension  at  Galesburg  and 
Sterling/Rock  Falls) ,  requesting  that  if  a 
hearing  is  held  on  the  suspension  appli¬ 
cation,  the  deletion  application  be  con¬ 
sidered  at  the  same  time.  Ozark  also 
states,  in  response  to  Galesburg’s  answer, 
that  it  would  be  unwilling  to  condition  a 
suspension  on  the  operation  of  scheduled 
commuter  service  between  Galesburg  and 
St.  Louis. 


ing  an  average  of  4.17  and  3.19  passengers 
per  departure  at  Galesburg  and  Sterling/ 
Rock  Falls,  respectively,  with  44-seat  FH- 
227  equipment. 

*  The  Quad  Cities  airport  is  located  only 
35  air  miles  and  42  road  miles  from  Gales¬ 
burg  and  47  air  miles  and  55  road  miles  from 
Sterling/Rock  Falls,  and  the  Peoria  airport 
is  located  approximately  43  air  mUes  and 
50  road  miles  from  Galesburg.  While  only 
Ozark  serves  the  alternate  airport  at  Peoria, 
both  Ozark  and  United  Air  Lines  serve  the 
Quad  Cities. 

4  Both  Air  Wisconsin  and  Vercoa  Airways 
(Britt)  have  indicated  their  interest  to  pro¬ 
vide  service  in  these  markets,  and  Mississippi 
Valley  Airways  has  indicated  its  interest  in 
the  Galesburg-Chicago  market.  Ozark  has 
analyzed  the  proposals  of  all  of  these  com¬ 
muter  air  carriers,  and,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  required  environmental  evaluation  of  the 
suspension  of  its  service  at  the  two  points, 
the  carrier  utilized  a  probable  commuter 
schedule. 

B  The  Galesburg  Chamber  of  Commerce 
and  the  City  of  Galesburg. 

0  City  of  Rock  Falls.  County  Board  of 
Supervisors  of  Whiteside  County,  Whiteside 
County  Airport  Board,  and  the  Rock  Falls 
Chamber  of  Commerce. 
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Upon  consideration  of  the  pleadings 
and  all  the  relevant  facts,  we  have 
tentatively  decided  to  authorize  Ozark 
to  suspend  service  temporarily  at  Gales¬ 
burg  and  Sterling/Rock  Falls  for  a 
period  of  7  years,  subject  to  the  following 
conditions:  (1)  that  Ozark  be  required 
to  resume  service  within  30  days 7  should 
an  acceptable  Part  298  carrier  (s)  cease 
to  provide  (a)  at  least  three  round  trips 
on  weekdays  between  Galesburg  and 
Sterling/Rock  Falls,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  Chicago,  on  the  other,  and  (b)  at 
least  two  round  trips  on  weekdays  be¬ 
tween  Galesburg  and  St.  Louis,  provided 
that  if,  after  an  initial  period  of  3  months, 
enplanements  have  not  reached  at  least 
an  average  of  five  passengers  per  flight 
in  the  Galesburg-St.  Louis  market,  serv¬ 
ices  in  such  market  may  be  reduced  or 
terminated;"  (2)  that  Ozark  be  required 
to  obtain  specific  Board  approval  before 
resuming  service  during  the  period  in 
which  an  acceptable  Part  298  carrier(s) 
provides  the  required  commuter  replace¬ 
ment  service;  (3)  that  Ozark  maintain 
in  effect  for  the  commuter  air  carrier  (s’) 
service  at  Galesburg  and  Sterling/Rock 
Falls  joint  tariffs  now  in  effect  or  here¬ 
after  required  by  the  Domestic  Passen¬ 
ger-Fare  Investigation;  and  (4)  that 
Ozark  maintain,  and  the  replacement 
carrier(s)  concur  in,  as  long  as  the  sus¬ 
pension  is  in  effect,  its  local  passenger 
fares  and  cargo  rates  at  levels  equal  to 
the  fares  and  rates  Ozark  would  charge 
for  carriage  between  Galesburg  and 
Sterling/Rock  Falls,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  other  points  on  its  system,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  Ozark  were  serving  the  two 
points  with  its  own  aircraft.  In  addition, 
we  tentatively  find  and  conclude  that, 
should  the  suspension  authority  de¬ 
scribed  herein  be  granted,  Ozark’s  ap¬ 
plication  in  docket  27724  for  deletion  of 
Galesburg  should  be  dismissed  as  re¬ 
quested  by  the  carrier  and  its  motion  to 
consolidate  should  be  dismissed  as  moot. 

In  deciding  that  a  temporary  suspen¬ 
sion  of  Ozark’s  service  (coupled  with  the 
provision  of  replacement  service  de¬ 
scribed  above)  is  in  the  public  interest, 
we  have  given  weight  to  the  communities 
apparent  acceptance  of  the  suspension 
provided  replacement  service  is  offered;  * 
that  the  community  will  not  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  suspension; 18  and  that 

7  We  view  this  time  period  as  adequate  to 
permit  the  carrier  to  reinstitute  service  with 
its  own  aircraft  or  to  arrange  for  replacement 
service  by  another  acceptable  Part  298 
carrier. 

■  Reduced  service  on  weekends  and  holidays 
commensurate  with  the  needs  of  the  com¬ 
munities  may  be  provided. 

•  With  regard  to  the  Galesburg  Chamber  of 
Commerce’s  request  that  the  substitute  car¬ 
rier  provide  three  dally  round  trips  in  the 
St.  Louis  market  and  four  daily  round  trips 
in  the  Chicago  market,  we  note  that  Ozark 
presently  provides  no  direct  service  in  the  St. 
Louis  market  and  only  two  daily  round  trips 
In  the  Chicago  market.  Thus,  we  feel  that 
the  minimum  service  requirements  pre¬ 
scribed  herein  should  adequately  fulfill  the 
community’s  needs. 

■  We  are  also  generally  concerned  about 
the  fact  that  suspension  or  deletion  of  inter¬ 
mediate  points  on  a  carrier’s  certificate  may 


the  suspension  should  reduce  Ozark’s 
subsidy  need."  Ozark’s  enplanements  per 
departure  at  Galesburg  and  Sterling/ 
Rock  Falls  have  declined  from  a  high  in 
1968  of  5.88  and  3.94,  respectively,  to  4.17 
and  3.19  in  1975.  In  these  circumstances, 
we  have  determined  that  suspension 
would  result  in  an  economic  savings  to 
Ozark.  Furthermore,  the  suspension 
would  not  adversely  affect  the  traveling 
public  since  we  will  require  as  a  condi¬ 
tion  of  Ozark’s  suspension  that  accepta¬ 
ble  commuter  operators  provide  a  pre¬ 
scribed  minimum  level  of  replacement 
service  at  the  two  points  which  should 
reasonably  meet  the  service  needs  of  the 
communities.  In  addition,  the  communi¬ 
ties  will  retain  their  status  as  certificated 
points;  therefore,  should  commuter  serv¬ 
ice  cease,  Ozark  will  be  obliged  to  re¬ 
sume  operations  within  30  days. 

We  further  tentatively  find  and  con¬ 
clude  that  Air  Wisconsin’s,  Britt’s,  and 
Mississippi  Valley’s  records  and  experi¬ 
ence  render  them  well  qualified  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  proposed  replacement  services.12 
All  are  Part  298  operators  and  as  such 
have  been  issued  Air  Taxi/Commercial 
Operator  Certificates  by  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration  (FAA) .  The  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Transportation,  through  the  FAA, 
is  charged  by  law  with  insuring  the  high¬ 
est  degree  of  safety  in  air  transportation, 
and  to  this  end  the  operations  of  Air 
Wisconsin,  Britt,  and  Mississippi  Valley 
are  monitored  by  the  FAA  in  accordance 
with  the  strictures  set  forth  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  safety  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder.  In  this  connec¬ 
tion,  we  have  received  a  written  evalu¬ 
ation  from  the  FAA  concerning  the  car¬ 
riers’  safety  and  compliance  records.  On 
the  basis  of  this  information,  we  are  sat¬ 
isfied  that  there  are  no  safety  consider¬ 
ations  which  warrant  a  determination 
that  the  replacement  arrangement  will 
not  be  in  the  public  interest.1* 

Although  there  is  no  replacement 
agreement  between  the  carriers  and 
Ozark,  we  have  examined  the  facts  pre¬ 
sented  by  Ozark’s  application  and  our 
findings  herein  in  light  of  the  court’s  de¬ 
cision  in  Air  Line  Pilots  Association  v. 
C.A.B.,  494  F.  2d  1118  (D.C.  Cir.  1974) ,  in¬ 
volving  air  taxi  replacement  services,  and 
we  conclude  that  it  would  be  inappropri¬ 
ate  and  not  in  the  public  interest  to  re- 


have  an  impact  on  the  carrier’s  ability  to 
satisfy  one-,  two-,  or  three-stop  restrictions 
in  particular  city-pair  markets.  Since  such 
suspensions  or  deletions  are  voluntarUy  un¬ 
dertaken  by  the  carrier,  we  will  not  look  fa¬ 
vorably  upon  any  claim  that  a  stop  restric¬ 
tion  should  be  amended  because  a  carrier  no 
longer  has  a  sufficient  number  of  interme¬ 
diate  points  available  to  satisfy  the  restric¬ 
tion. 

11  An  appropriate  ad  hoc  adjustment  to  the 
local  service  class  rate  (class  rate  VII  as  it 
applies  to  Ozark)  of  $298,083  will  be  made  in 
a  separate  order  should  the  suspension  be 
granted. 

“All  the  carriers  are  presently  registered 
with  the  Board  and  have  appropriate  insur¬ 
ance  in  effect. 

“  A  copy  of  the  FAA’s  letter  giving  a  safety 
and  compliance  evaluation  of  the  three  car¬ 
riers  has  been  placed  in  docket  28945. 


quire  Air  Wisconsin,  Britt,  and  Missis¬ 
sippi  Valley  to  undergo  certification  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  order  to  provide  replacement 
services  for  Ozark  at  Galesburg  and 
Sterling/Rock  Falls.  Considering  the 
scope  of  the  replacement  service  here  at 
issue,  the  volume  of  operations  of  the  re¬ 
placement  carrier(s)  ,14  and  the  Board's 
findings  and  conclusions  in  orders  72-9- 
39,  September  12,  1972,  and  73-1-3,  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1973,  we  find  that  the  statutory 
conditions  and  guidelines  for  exemption, 
pursuant  to  section  416(b)  of  the  Act,  as 
provided  in  Part  298  of  the  Board’s  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulations,  continue  to  exist. 

We  further  tentatively  find  that  cer¬ 
tification  would  be  an  undue  burden  on 
Air  Wisconsin,  Mississippi  Valley,  and 
Britt  by  reason  of  the  limited  extent  of, 
and  unusual  circumstances  affecting, 
their  operations.  The  carriers’  operations 
are  of  limited  extent  in  terms  of  both  the 
proposed  replacement  services  involved 
and  the  overall  scope  of  their  operations. 
Furthermore,  the  nature  of  the  small 
aircraft  which  a  commuter  carrier  uti¬ 
lizes  tends  to  restrict  the  scope  of  its 
operations.  The  accommodations  on 
these  aircraft  limit  the  amount  of  traffic 
they  can  carry  and  the  length  of  mar¬ 
kets  they  can  serve  compared  with  a 
certificated  carrier  operating  large  air¬ 
craft.  Thus,  the  cost  of  certification  pro¬ 
cedures  would  impose  a  severe  financial 
burden  on  the  carriers  wholly  dispropor¬ 
tionate  to  their  existing  and  proposed 
operations.  Moreover,  enforcement  of 
section  401  requirements  would  be  an 
undue  burden  because  certification  would 
deprive  Air  Wisconsin,  Mississippi  Valley, 
and  Britt  of  the  recessary  operating 
flexibility  they  must  have  to  conduct 
nonsubsidized  services  with  small  air¬ 
craft  in  short-haul,  low-density  markets. 

Consistent  with  mu’  practice  in  similar 
cases,  we  tentatively  find  that  approval 
of  the  suspensions  should  be  conditioned 
upon  the  requirement  that  Ozark’s  local 
passenger  fares  and  cargo  rates  to  and 
from  Galesburg  and  Sterling/Rock  Falls 
shall  continue  to  apply  though  carriage 
is  via  the  air  taxi  operator(s)  and  that 
such  fares  shall  be  the  same  as  if  Ozark 
were  serving  Galesburg  and  Sterling/ 
Rock  Falls  with  its  own  aircraft.  More¬ 
over,  we  tentatively  conclude  that  Ozark 
should  be  required  to  maintain  in  effect 
for  the  Galesburg  and  Sterling/Rock 
Falls  service  provided  by  the  air  taxi 
operator (s)  all  joint  tariffs  now  in  effect 
or  hereafter  required  to  be  filed  by  the 
Board  in  Phase  4  of  the  Domestic  Pas¬ 
senger-Fare  Investigation,  and  we  an¬ 
ticipate  that  Ozark  will  file  such  tariff 
revisions  as  may  be  necessary  to  effec¬ 
tuate  this  requirement. 

Finally,  after  reviewing  Ozark’s  en¬ 
vironmental  evaluation,  filed  pursuant  to 
Part  312  of  the  Board’s  Procedural  Reg¬ 
ulations,  and  the  additional  environ- 


14  For  fiscal  year  1975,  Air  Wisconsin,  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Valley,  and  Britt  produced  27,623,091, 
6,421,924,  and  16,093,845  revenue  passenger- 
miles  ( RPM’8 ) ,  respectively,  which  amounted 
to  only  2.38,  0.55,  and  1.39  percent  of  the 
average  RPM’s  for  the  nine  local  service  car¬ 
riers  during  the  same  period,  respectively. 
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mental  Information  set  forth  In  Appen¬ 
dix  B  attached  hereto,  we  conclude  that 
any  action  taken  In  accordance  with  the 
tentative  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  herein  would  not  constitute  a 
major  Federal  action  significantly  af¬ 
fecting  the  quality  of  the  environment 
within  the  meaning  of  section  102(2)  (C) 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969. 

Consequently,  for  the  reasons  set  forth 
above,  we  tentatively  find  and  conclude 
that: 

1.  Ozark  should  be  authorized  to  sus¬ 
pend  service  temporarily  at  Galesburg 
and  Sterling/Rock  Falls,  Ill.,  for  a  period 
of  7  years,  subject  to  the  following  con¬ 
ditions: 

(a)  Such  suspension  shall  be  effective 
as  long  as  an  acceptable  Part  298  car¬ 
rier  (s)  is  providing  (1)  at  least  three 
round  trips,  Monday  through  Friday,  be¬ 
tween  Galesburg  and  Sterling/Rock 
Falls,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Chicago,  on 
the  other,  and  (11)  at  least  two  round 
trips,  Monday  through  Friday,  between 
Galesburg  and  St.  Louis,"  Provided,,  That 
if,  after  an  initial  period  of  3  months, 
enplanements  have  not  reached  at  least 
an  average  of  five  passengers  per  flight 
in  the  Galesburg-St.  Louis  market,  serv¬ 
ices  in  such  market  may  be  reduced  or 
terminated; 

(b)  Such  suspensions  shall  terminate 
30  days  after  an  acceptable  Part  298  car- 
rier(s)  ceases  or  fails  to  provide  regularly 
the  service  specified  in  (a)  above:  “ 

(c)  Ozark  Air  Lines  shall  maintain  in 
effect  for  the  commuter  air  carrier(s)’ 
services  at  Galesburg  and  Sterling/Rock 
Falls  all  joint  tariffs  now  in  effect  or  here¬ 
after  required  to  be  filed  by  the  Board 
in  the  Domestic  Passenger-Fare  Investi¬ 
gation,  docket  21866; 

(d)  Ozark  shall  maintain,  and  the  com¬ 
muter  air  carrier  (s)  shall  concur  in,  as 
long  as  the  suspension  is  in  effect,  its 
local  passenger  fares  and  cargo  rates  to 
and  from  Galesburg  and  Sterling/Rock 
Falls,  and  such  rates  shall  be  the  same  as 
the  rates  which  Ozark  could  charge  for 
travel  between  Galesburg  and  Sterling/ 
Rock  Falls,  on  the  one  hand,  and  other 
points  on  Ozark’s  system,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  it  were  providing  service  at 
Galesburg  and  Sterling/Rock  Falls  with 
Its  own  aircraft;”  and 

“  Reduced  service  on  weekends  and  holi¬ 
days  commensurate  with  the  needs  of  the 
communities  may  be  provided. 

“  Should  air  taxi  service  as  contemplated 
herein  at  either  or  both  of  the  two  points 
cease,  Ozark  would  be  required  to  notify  the 
Board  what  alternative  replacement  service 
It  Intends  to  rely  upon  for  a  continued  sus¬ 
pension  If  the  carrier  does  not  Itself  resume 
service  at  Galesburg  or  Sterllng/Rock  Falls. 

”  Ozark  may  comply  with  the  requirement 
that  It  maintain  Its  local  fares  and  rates  and 
Joint  fares  required  by  the  Domestic  Passen¬ 
ger-Fare  Investigation  by  providing  In  its 
tariff  that  its  fares  wUl  continue  to  apply 
when  transportation  Is  via  a  commuter  car¬ 
rier  <s)  between  Galesburg  and  Chlcago/St. 
Louis  and  between  Sterllng/Rock  Falls  and 
Chicago.  Prior  to  the  commencement  of  the 
replacement  services,  Oaark  and  the  cone- 
muter  air  carrier  (s)  shall  publish  tariffs  con¬ 
taining  the  required  rates  and  fares. 


(e)  Ozark  Air  Lines  shall  not  itself  re¬ 
sume  service  without  explicit  Board  ap¬ 
proval  during  the  period  in  which  an 
acceptable  Part  298  carrier  (a)  la  provid¬ 
ing  the  services  described  above  at  Gales¬ 
burg  and  Sterling/Rock  Falla. 

2.  The  application  of  Ozark  Air  Lines, 
Inc.,  in  docket  27724,  and  its  motion  for 
consolidation  of  its  applications  in  dock¬ 
ets  27724  and  28945  should  be  dismissed. 

Interested  persons  will  be  given  30 
days  following  the  date  of  adoption  of 
this  order  to  show  cause  why  the  tenta¬ 
tive  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein  should  not  be  made  final.  We  ex¬ 
pect  such  persons  to  direct  their  objec¬ 
tions,  if  any,  to  specific  markets  and  to 
support  such  objections  with  detailed 
economic  analysis.  If  an-  evidentiary 
hearing  is  requested,  the  objector  should 
state,  in  detail,  why  such  a  hearing  is 
necessary  and  what  relevant  and  mate¬ 
rial  facts  he  would  expect  to  establish 
through  such  a  hearing  that  cannot  be 
established  in  written  pleadings.  General, 
vague,  or  unsupported  objections  will  not 
be  entertained. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That:  1.  All 
Interested  persons  are  directed  to  show 
cause  why  the  Board  should  not  Issue  an 
order  making  final  the  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions  stated  herein,  granting 
the  requested  suspensions,  as  condi¬ 
tioned,  and  dismissing  the  application  of 
Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  in  docket  27724,  for 
deletion  of  Galesburg  and  the  carrier’s 
motion  for  consolidation  of  its  applica¬ 
tions  in  dockets  27724  and  28945; 

2.  Any  interested  persons  having 
objection  to  the  issuance  of  an  order 
making  final  the  proposed  findings,  con¬ 
clusions,  and  suspension  authorizations 
set  forth  herein  shall,  within  30  days 
from  the  date  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
Board  and  serve  upon  all  persons  listed 
in  Appendix  A  "  attached  hereto  a  state¬ 
ment  of  objections  together  with  such 
statistical  data  and  other  materials  and 
evidence  relied  upon  to  support  the 
stated  objections;  and  answers  to  objec¬ 
tions  shall  be  due  10  days  thereafter;" 

3.  If  timely  and  properly  supported 
objections  are  filed,  full  consideration  will 
be  accorded  the  matters  or  Issues  raised 
by  the  objections  before  further  action 
is  taken  by  the  Board; 

4.  In  the  event  no  objections  are  filed 
to  any  part  of  this  order,  all  further  pro¬ 
cedural  steps  relating  to  such  part  or 
parts  will  be  deemed  to  have  been  waived, 
and  the  Board  may  proceed  to  enter  an 
order  in  accordance  with  the  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  set  forth  here¬ 
in;  and 

5.  A  copy  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
upon  all  persons  listed  in  Appendix  A 
attached  hereto." 

*  Appendices  A  and  B  filed  aar'  part  of  the 
original  document. 

“All  motions  and/or  petitions  for  recon¬ 
sideration  (halt  be  filed  within  the  period 
allowed  for  filing  objections,  and  no  further 
such  motions,  requests,  or  petitions  for  re- 
eerari  deration  of  this  order  will  be  enter¬ 
tained. 


This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FB  Doc.76- 18394  Filed  6-23r-76;&:45  am) 

COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS 
BOARD 

COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARD— CON¬ 
SISTENCY  IN  ESTIMATING,  ACCUMU¬ 
LATING,  AND  REPORTING  COSTS 

Proposed  Interpretation 

Interpretation  1 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Cost 
Accounting  Standards  Board  is  consider- 
ing  the  Issuance  of  Interpretation  1,  to 
4  CFR  Part  401,  Cost  Accounting  Stand¬ 
ard,  Consistency  in  Estimating,  Accu¬ 
mulating,  and  Reporting  Casts. 

Section  401.40  requires  that  a  con¬ 
tractor’s  “practices  used  In  estimating 
costs  in  pricing  a  proposal  shall  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  his  cost  accounting  practices 
used  In  accumulating  and  reporting 
costs."  Many  contractors  estimate  the 
cost  of  certain  direct  materials,  such  as 
materials  expected  to  be  scrapped,  as  a 
percentage  of  basic  material  require¬ 
ments  or  some  other  base.  A  significant 
number  of  questions  have  been  raised  as 
to  whether  it  Is  an  acceptable  practice  to 
estimate  the  cost  of  such  materials  on 
the  basis  of  percentage  factors  where  a 
contractor’s  accounting  system  does  not 
accumulate  separately  the  corresponding 
actual  costs. 

The  interpretation  being  proposed  to¬ 
day  provides  criteria  for  determining 
whether  contractors’  practices  used  in 
estimating  costs  of  direct  materials  are 
consistent  with  practices  used  In  accumu¬ 
lating  the  costs  of  such  materials.  In¬ 
terested  parties  are  invited  to  comment 
on  the  proposed  interpretation. 

Comments  should  be  mailed  to  arrive 
at  the  Board’s  offices  at  441  G  St.,  N.W., 
Room  4836,  Washington,  D.C.  20548,  by 
August  23,  1976.  After  receipt  of  any 
comments  submitted,  the  Board  will  take 
final  action  on  this  proposed  Interpreta¬ 
tion. 

AH  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Board’s  offices 
during  regular  business  hours. 

IirranurrATTOir  No.  1.  Past  401,  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standard,  Consistency  in  Esti¬ 
mating,  Accumulating  and  Reporting 
Costs 

Part  401,  Cost  Accounting  Standard,  Con¬ 
sistency  In  Estimating,  Accumulating  and 
Reporting  Costs,  requires  in  i  401.40  that  a 
contractor’s  "practices  used  In  estimating 
coots  In  pricing  a  proposal  shall  be  consistent 
with  bis  cost  accounting  practices  used  In 
accumulating  and  reporting  coots.** 

In  estimating  the  cost  of  direct  material 
requirements  for  a  contract.  It  la  a  common 
practice  to  first  estimate  the  cost  of  the 
actual  quantities  to  bo  Incorporated  In  end 
Items.  Provisions  are  then  made  for  addi¬ 
tional  direct  material  costa  to  cover  expected 
lasses  such  as  those  which  occur,  for  exampfct 
when  Items  are  scrapped,  fall  to  meet  specifi¬ 
cations,  are  loot,  are  consumed  In  the  manu- 
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facturing  process,  or  are  destroyed  In  testing 
and  qualification  processes.  The  cost  of  some 
or  all  of  6uch  additional  direct  material  re¬ 
quirements  Is  often  estimated  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  one  or  more  percentage  factors  to 
the  total  cost  of  basic  direct  material  re¬ 
quirements  or  to  some  other  base. 

Questions  have  arisen  as  to  whether  the 
application  of  percentage  factors  to  a  base 
as  a  means  of  estimating  the  cost  of  the 
additional  direct  material  requirements  Is 
acceptable  under  Standard  401  where  a  con¬ 
tractor  does  not  separately  accumulate  the 
actual  costs  of  such  material. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  percentage  factors  to  a  base  as  a 
means  of  estimating  the  cost  of  additional 
direct  materials  Is  not  in  compliance  with 
Standard  401  unless  the  contractor  main¬ 
tains  an  adequate  record  or  makes  an  analy¬ 
sis  of  the  actual  costs  of  such  materials.  The 
use  of  factors  to  estimate  the  costs  of  addi¬ 
tional  materials  is  clearly  an  estimating 
“practice”  which  must  be  consistent  with  the 
practices  used  In  accumulating  and  report¬ 
ing  the  costs.  Section  401.20,  Purpose,  states 
that  the  Standard  Is  to  facilitate  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  cost  estimates  used  in  pricing  a 
proposal  and  their  comparison  with  the  costa 
of  performance  of  the  resulting  contract. 

Contractors  who  estimate  the  costs  of  ad¬ 
ditional  materials  for  a  contract  by  means  of 
a  percentage  factor  applied  to  the  total  cost 
of  basic  direct  materials  or  to  some  other 
base,  must  for  that  contract  maintain  an 
adequate  record  or  prepare  an  analysis  of  the 
actual  costs  of  the  additional  material  rep¬ 
resented  by  the  factor.  Such  records  or  analy¬ 
ses  do  not  have  to  be  a  part  of  the  contrac¬ 
tor’s  formal  books  of  account.  Application  of 
a  uniform  percentage  factor  to  the  costs  or 
quantities  of  a  significant  number  of  Indi¬ 
vidual  parts  or  Items  shall  be  considered  the 
same  as  If  the  factor  were  applied  to  the  sum 
of  the  costs  or  quantities  of  such  items. 

Arthur  Schoenhaut, 
Executive  Secretary. 

1 FR  Doc.76-18340  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

FLORIDA  PHOSPHATE  LANDS 

Interim  Recommendations  for  Radiation 
Levels 

In  June  1975,  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  initiated  a  study  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  radiological  impact  of  living 
and  working  in  structures  constructed 
on  reclaimed  phosphate  mine  land  in 
Central  Florida.  From  data  acquired  by 
this  study,  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  issued  a  report  entitled, 
“Preliminary  Findings  Radon  Daughter 
Levels  in  Structures  Constructed  on  Re¬ 
claimed  Florida  Phosphate  Land,”  (ORP/ 
CSD  75-4,  September  1975)  showing  ele¬ 
vated  indoor  radon  daughter  levels  in 
some  structures  built  on  reclaimed  lands 
as  compared  to  structures  built  on  un¬ 
mined  soil.  On  September  22,  1975,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  informed  the  Governor 
of  Florida  by  letter  that  a  potential  pub¬ 
lic  health  problem  appears  to  exist  due 
to  exposure  to  elevated  radon  daughter 
concentrations  in  some  of  these  struc¬ 
tures.  Hie  primary  public  health  con¬ 
sideration  is  the  potential  risk  of  In¬ 
creased  lung  cancer.  As  a  result  of  these 


findings,  the  Administrator  recom¬ 
mended  to  the  Governor  that  “as  a  pru¬ 
dent  interim  measure  that  the  start  of 
construction  of  new  buildings  on  land 
reclaimed  from  phosphate  mining  areas 
be  discouraged." 

Since  this  Initial  study,  the  Agency  in 
cooperation  with  the  Florida  Department 
of  Health  and  Rehabilitative  Services, 
and  the  Polk  County  Health  Department 
has  been  acquiring  additional  informa¬ 
tion  necessary  for  the  development  of  ap¬ 
propriate  radiation  protection  guides. 
These  guides  will  be  used  to  determine 
the  extent  of  any  remedial  action  neces¬ 
sary  to  reduce  radon  daughter  concen¬ 
trations. 

However,  because  of  the  Agency’s  cau¬ 
tion  to  the  State  of  Florida  to  discourage 
the  start  of  construction  of  new  build¬ 
ings,  some  delays  in  new  construction 
have  resulted  on  land  sites  which  do  not 
represent  a  threat  to  health.  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  Agency  developed  recom¬ 
mendations  which  would  allow  construc¬ 
tion  on  such  land  areas  with  minimal  risk 
of  significant  radiation  exposure.  By  let¬ 
ter  of  January  22,  1976,  the  Agency  pro¬ 
vided  the  Director  of  the  Florida  Division 
of  Health  an  interim  recommendation 
to  be  used  for  screening  of  land  sites  for 
construction  of  new  structures  on  Florida 
phosphate  areas.  The  recommendations 
are  considered  not  applicable  for  any 
situation  other  than  the  one  specified. 

The  interim  recommendations  are 
based  on  the  findings  presented  in  the 
noted  EPA  report,  additional  radon 
daughter  level  data  from  the  same  struc¬ 
tures  identified  in  the  report,  information 
obtained  from  investigations  of  the  po¬ 
tential  hazard  associated  with  the  use  of 
uranium  mill  tailings  in  several  Western 
States,  and  consideration  of  the  Surgeon 
General’s  Guidelines  for  remedial  action 
in  Grand  Junction,  Colorado  (Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Title  10,  Part  12). 
While  these  recommendations  do  not 
constitute  new  formal  Federal  Radiation 
Protection  Guidance  on  this  subject  un¬ 
der  42  USC  2021(h),  they  are  consistent 
with  the  basic  principles  of  present  Fed¬ 
eral  guidance  for  radiation  protection  of 
the  public  (25  FR  4402,  May  18,  1960) . 

The  Agency  believes  that  implementa¬ 
tion  of  these  recommendations  would 
provide  public  health  protection  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  minimize  the  health 
risk  to  individuals  or  populations.  The 
interim  recommendations  to  the  State 
of  Florida  are  as  follows: 

Interim  Recommendations  for  Gamma 
Exposure  Levels  at  New  Structure 
Sites  on  Florida  Phosphate  Lands 

Average  External 
Gamma  Radiation 

Level  Recommendations 

Equal  to  or  greater  Construction  should  be 
than  10  «R/hr.  delayed  pending  ad¬ 

ditional  study  or  ac¬ 
ceptable  control  tech¬ 
nology  should  be  In¬ 
stituted  to  preclude 
indoor  radon  daugh¬ 
ter  problems. 

Less  than  10  *R/  Construction  may  be 
hr.  Initiated. 


Rationale  and  Explanatory  Notes 

1.  The  external  gamma  radiation  level 
recommended  includes  background 
which  varies  throughout  Central  Florida 
but  is  generally  5  to  7  «R/hr  in  the  re¬ 
gions  of  concern  (ORP/CSD  75-4,  Sep¬ 
tember  1975). 

2.  The  purpose  of  these  interim  recom¬ 
mendations  is  to  limit  radon  daughter 
exposures  in  structures  constructed  on 
Florida  phosphate  lands  in  the  absence 
of  both  an  acceptable  criterion  for  radon 
daughter  exposures  in  the  subject  situ¬ 
ation  and  a  definitive  radon  daughter 
level  to  gamma  exposure  level  correla¬ 
tion. 

3.  Figure  1  is  a  plot  of  indoer  radon 
daughter  levels  as  a  function  of  outside 
average  gamma  levels  for  the  structures 
sampled  through  January  1976.  The 
curve  represents  a  multiple  regression  fit 
to  the  data.  The  points  identified  by  an 
“x”  were  not  included  in  the  fit  because 
they  are  high  ventilation  locations 
which  lowers  radon  daughter  levels  but 
does  not  effect  gamma  measurements.  Al¬ 
though  this  data  is  limited  in  number 
and  period  of  collection,  it  suggests  a 
positive  relationship  between  gamma 
levels  and  indoor  radon  daughter  levels. 

4.  Based  on  uranium  mill  tailing  ex¬ 
periences  and  the  data  presented  in  Fig¬ 
ure  1,  it  is  possible  to  observe  indoor  ra¬ 
don  daughter  levels  two  or  more  times 
the  normal  background  level,  which 
ranges  from  about  .0002  WL  to  .005  WL 
in  Central  Florida,  at  gamma  levels  a  few 
microroentgens  per  hour  above  the  nor¬ 
mal  gamma  background.  However,  dif¬ 
ferences  in  ventilation,  construction,  and 
use  may  create  wide  variations  in  the 
observed  indoor  radon  daughter  levels  in 
structures  constructed  on  land  exhibit¬ 
ing  the  same  gamma  level. 

5.  At  gamma  radiation  levels  less  than 
10  gR/hr,  the  observed  indoor  radon 
daughter  levels  in  structures  constructed 
on  this  land  should  be  substantially  less 
than  .05  WL  (the  upper  limit  of  the 
Surgeon  General’s  Guidelines  for  re¬ 
medial  action  in  Grand  Junction,  Colo¬ 
rado)  and  generally  comparable  to 
background. 

6.  A  Working  Level  (WL)  is  the  term 
used  to  describe  radon  daughter  product 
activities  in  air.  This  term  is  defined  as 
any  combination  of  short-lived  radon 
daughter  products  in  one  liter  of  air  that 
will  result  in  the  ultimate  emission  of 
1.3  x  101  MeV  of  potential  alpha  energy. 
If  100  pCl  of  randon-222  per  liter  of  air 
are  present  in  equilibrium  with  its  short¬ 
lived  daughter  products  through  RaC’, 
the  ultimate  alpha  energy  released  will 
be  1.3  x  106  MeV  or  one  Working  Level. 

7.  In  evaluating  proposed  construction 
sites,  gamma  radiation  level  measure¬ 
ments  should  be  made  by  a  competent 
technician  using  properly  calibrated 
equipment.  The  site  external  gamma  ra¬ 
diation  levels  should  be  determined  by 
averaging  at  least  ten  or  more  measure¬ 
ments  made  within  a  perimeter  of  two 
feet  around  the  proposed  structure  as 
illustrated  by  Figure  2.  All  measurements 
should  be  made  at  a  height  of  three  feet 
above  the  ground  surface. 
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8.  If  the  exact  proposed  structure  loca¬ 
tion  on  a  building  site  is  not  known,  then 
the  entire  area  of  the  site  suitable  for 
structure  construction  should  be  eval¬ 
uated  with  one  measurement  made 
within  each  500  square  feet.  These  meas¬ 
urements  should  be  averaged  to  obtain 
an  overall  site  value. 

Any  comments  on  these  recommenda¬ 
tions  should  be  sent  to  the  Director, 
Criteria  &  Standards  Division,  Office  of 
Radiation  Programs,  Environmental  Pro- 


* 

tection  Agency  (AW-460) ,  401  M  Street, 
SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20460.  Copies  of 
the  cited  September  1975  EPA  Report 
entitled,  “Preliminary  Findings  Radon 
Daughter  Levels  in  Structures  Con¬ 
structed  on  Reclaimed  Florida  Phosphate 
Land’  are  available  at  the  above  address. 

Dated:  June  16,  1976. 

Roger  Strelow, 
Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Manaegement. 


FIGURE  1  OBSERVED  INDOOR  RADON  DAUGHTER  LEVELS  AS  A  FUNCTION 
OF  OUTDOOR  AVERAGE  GAMMA  RADIATION  LEVELS  FOR  DATA 
COLLECTED  AS  OF  FEBRUARY  1976. 
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TYPICAL  SITE  EVALUATION  TON  A  PROPOSED  STRUCTURE 


IFR  Doc  76-18173  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


[FRL  562-3,  PP39) 

DOW  CHEMICAL  CO.,  ET  AL 

Pesticide  and  Food  Additive  Petitions, 
Notice  of  Filing 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.76-17264  appearing  on  page 
23998  in  the  issue  of  Monday,  June  14, 
1976,  the  reference  number  in  the  first 
line  of  the  first  petition  submitted  read¬ 
ing  “PP  6F1766”  should  read  “PP 
6F1786”. 


|  FRL  566-3;  OPP-42006B| 

WEST  VIRGINIA  STATE  PLAN 

Certification  of  Commercial  and  Private 

Applicators  of  Restricted  Use  Pesticides; 

Approval  Status 

Section  4(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Insec¬ 
ticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
(FIFRA>,  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973;  7 
U.S.C.  136),  and  the  implementing  regu- 
ations  of  40  CFR  Part  171,  require  each 
State  desiring  to  certify  applicators  to 
submit  a  plan  for  such  purpose,  subject 
to  approval  by  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  (EPA).  On  March  8, 
1976,  the  West  Virginia  State  plan  was 
approved,  contingent  upon  promulga¬ 
tion  of  necessary  regulations  under  the 
West  Virginia  Pesticide  Use  and  Appli¬ 
cation  Act  of  1975.  Notice  of  contingent 
approval  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  6,  1976  (41  FR  14594). 
Subsequently,  the  necessary  regulations 
have  been  promulgated  and  submitted 
to  EPA  for  review.  Having  completed 
this  review,  the  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor,  EPA,  Region  III,  hereby  gives  notice 
that  the  terms  and  conditions  of  con¬ 
tingency  approval  have  been  satisfied 


and  that  the  West  Virginia  State  Plan  is 
now  a  fully  approved  State  plan. 

Dated-  May  26, 1976. 

Daniel  J.  Snyder,  III, 
Regional  Administrator, 

Region  111. 

(FR  Doc.76-18307  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am) 


SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

(Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No.  1250 J 

GEORGIA 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  declara¬ 
tion  dated  June  11,  1976,  I  find  that 
Banks,  Franklin,  Habersham,  Jackson, 
Lumpkin,  Radun,  Stephens  and  adjacent 
counties  within  the  State  of  Georgia, 
constitute  a  disaster  area  because  of 
damage  resulting  from  severe  storms  and 
flooding  beginning  about  May  28,  1976. 
Eligible  persons,  firms  and  organiza¬ 
tions  may  file  applications  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  until  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  August  12,  1976,  and  for  eco¬ 
nomic  injury  until  close  of  business 
March  11,  1977,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  1401  Peachtree  Street,  N.E.,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30309. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 
Dated:  June  17, 1976. 

Louis  F.  Laun, 
Acting  Administrator. 
|FR  Doc.76-18377  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  ami 

(Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No.  1252] 

TEXAS 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 
Bell,  Dallas  and  Young  Counties  and 
adjacent  counties  within  the  State  of 


Texas  constitute  a  disaster  area  because 
of  damage  resulting  from  tornadoes, 
high  wind,  hail  and  flooding  which  oc¬ 
curred  on  May  25-26,  1976.  Eligible  per¬ 
sons,  firms  and  organizations  may  file 
applications  for  loans  for  physical  dam¬ 
age  until  the  close  of  business  on  August 
16,  1976,  and  for  economic  injury  un¬ 
til' close  of  business  on  March  16,  1977 
at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District  Of¬ 
fice,  1100  Commerce  Street,  Dallas,  Texas 
76202. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 
Dated:  June  16,  1976. 

Mitchell  p.  Kobelinski, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.76-18380  Filed  6-23-76:8:46  am| 


(Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1251] 

TEXAS 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

Starr  County  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  Texas  constitute  a 
disaster  area  because  of  damage  resulting 
from  wind,  hail  and  flooding  which  oc¬ 
curred  on  May  31,  1976.  Eligible  persons, 
firms  and  organizations  may  file  applica¬ 
tions  for  loans  for  physical  damage  until 
the  close  of  business  on  August  16,  1976 
and  for  economic  injury  until  the  close 
of  business  on  March  17, 1977,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District  Of¬ 
fice,  Lower  Rio  Grande  Valley,  219  East 
Jackson  Street.  Harlington,  Texas  78550. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

Dated:  June  16,  1976. 

Mitchell  P.  Kobelinski, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.76-18379  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am) 


(Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1249 ) 

TRUST  TERRITORY  OF  THE 
PACIFIC  ISLANDS 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  declara¬ 
tion,  I  find  that  the  Truk  District  and 
the  Saipan/Guam  Troposcatter  facilities, 
located  on  Guam  but  owned  by  the  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands,  consti¬ 
tute  a  disaster  area  because  of  damage 
resulting  from  Typhoon  Pamela  begin¬ 
ning  about  May  15.  1976.  Eligible  per¬ 
sons,  firms  and  organizations  may  file 
applications  for  loans  for  physical  dam¬ 
age  until  close  of  business  on  August  9, 
1976,  and  for  economic  injury  until  the 
close  of  business  on  March  9,  1977,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  Branch  Of¬ 
fice,  Ada  Plaza  Center  BuUding,  Agana, 
Guam  96910. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 
Dated:  June  16, 1976. 

Mitchell  P.  Kobelinski, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.76-18376  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  123 — THURSDAY,  JUNE  24,  1976 


NOTICES 


26069 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

CANADIAN  STANDARD  BROADCAST  STATIONS 


Notification  List 

List  of  new  stations,  proposed  changes  in  existing  stations,  deletions,  and  corrections  in  assignments  of  Canadian  standard 
broadcast  stations  modifying  the  assignments  of  Canadian  broadcast  stations  contained  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  North  American  Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement  Engineering  Meeting  January  30, 1941. 

Canadian  I  Ant  No.  355,  June  4,  1976 


Call  letters 


Location 


Power 

(kilowatts) 


Antenna 


Schedule  Clam 


Antenna  Ground  system  Proposed  date  of 

height - commencement 

tfeet)  Number  I  engtb  of  operation 
of  radials  (feet) 


M  kHz 


CFCF  (change  in  nighttime  Montreal,  Quebec  N.  4fl°23'34",  W. 
operation  Irons  that  notified  78°41'55''  1).  N.  46°13'01",  W.  73‘>4S' 
in  list  No.  349  dated  Dec.  16,  40"  N. 

1976). 

5D/50N 

m  kHz 

DA-2 

V 

in 

New . .  Forestville,  Quebec  N.  48°38'23,''  W. 

69°06'13". 

1 

DA-1 

U 

HI 

New  (delete  immediately)...  .  Rimouski  Quebec  N.  48°24'15",  W. 

'  68°29'26". 

10D/6N 

ISI0  kHz 

DA-2 

u 

hi 

CIOK  (now  in  operation)...  8t.  Paul,  Alberta  N.  5S°&y3&",  W. 
Ul°13'40". 

10 

IStO  kHz 

DA-N 

ND-D-190 

u 

hi 

CJSO  (correction  to  coordin-  fiorel,  Quebec  N.  46°59'46",  W.  73°10' 
ates  in  recapitulative  list).  16". 

10D/5N 

tm  kHz 

DA-2 

u 

HI 

New  (delete  immediately) .  Cap  Chat.  Quebec  N.  49°06'20",  W. 

66°42'49". 

1 

DA-N 

ND-D-190 

u 

III 

CFDA  (PO  N.  46°02'26",  W.  VictoriaviUe,  N.  46W27",  W.  72°01' 
72°01'08".  1  kW,  DA-N,  63". 

ND-D-197). 

10 

DA-t 

u 

m 

E.I.O.  June  4, 
197  7 

Do. 


E.I.O.  June  4,  1977. 


[FR  Doc.76  18231  Filed  6-23-76.8  45  am  | 


Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau, 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 


|Report  No.  811 J 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION 

Applications  Accepted  for  Filing 

The  applications  listed  herein  have 
been  found,  upon  initial  review,  to  be 
acceptable  for  filing.  The  Commission 
reserves  the  right  to  return  any  of  these 
applications,  if  upon  further  examina¬ 
tion,  it  is  determined  they  are  defective 
and  not  in  conformance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  or  its 
policies. 

Pinal  action  will  not  be  taken  on  any 
of  these  applications  earlier  than  31  days 
following  the  date  of  this  notice,  except 
for  radio  applications  not  requiring  a  30 
day  notice  period  (see  8  309/ c)  of  the 
Communications  Act),  applications  filed 
under  Part  68,  or  as  otherwise  noted.  Un¬ 
less  specified  to  the  contrary,  comments 
or  petitions  may  be  filed  concerning 
radio  and  section  214  applications  within 
'30  days  of  the  date  of  this  notice  and 
within  20  days  for  Part  68  applications. 

In  order  for  an  application  filed  under 
Part  21  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  (Do¬ 
mestic  Public  Radio  Services)  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  mutually  exclusive  with  any 
other  such  application  appearing  herein, 
it  must  be  substantially  complete  and 
tendered  for  filing  by  whichever  date  is 
earlier:  (a)  the  close  of  business  one 
business  day  preceding  the  day  on  which 
the  Commission  takes  action  on  the  pre¬ 
viously  filed  application;  or  (b)  within  60 
days  after  the  date  of  the  public  notice 
listing  the  first  prior  filed  application 
(with  which  the  subsequent  application 
is  in  conflict)  as  having  been  accepted 
for  filing.  In  common  carrier  radio  serv¬ 


ices  other  than  those  listed  under  Part 
21,  the  cut-off  date  for  filing  a  mutually 
exclusive  application  is  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  one  business  day  preceding  the  day 
on  which  the  previously  filed  application 
is  designated  for  hearing.  With  limited 
exceptions,  an  application  which  is  sub¬ 
sequently  amended  by  a  major  change 
will  be  considered  as  a  newly  filed  appli¬ 
cation  for  purposes  of  the  cut-off  rule. 
[See  8  1.227(b)(3)  and  21.30'b>  of  the 
Commission’s  rules.  ! 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service 

22 1 80-CD-P-76  Grant  County  Radio  Tele¬ 
phone  Company,  Inc.  (New) ,  C.P.  for  a  new 
station  to  operate  on  152.12  MHz  to  be  lo¬ 
cated  on  Highway  167,  3.3  miles  South  of 
Grant  County  Courthouse,  Sheridan, 

22182-CD-P-76  RCC  of  Virginia,  Inc.  (KUS- 
349),  C.P.  to  change  antenna  system  and 
relocate  facilities  operating  on  43.58  MHz 
to  be  located  at  1932  East  Pembroke  Ave¬ 
nue,  Hampton,  Virginia. 

22183-CD-P-76  Radio  Communications,  Inc. 
(New) ,  C.P.  for  a  new  station  to  operate  on 
152.21  MHz  to  be  located  at  N.E.  corner  of 
Bay  St.  and  Queen  Anne’s  Avenue,  Cam¬ 
bridge,  Maryland. 

22 1 84-CD-P-76  Illinois  Consolidated  Tele¬ 
phone  Company  (KSJ766),  C.P.  to  replace 
transmitter,  change  antenna  system  and 
relocate  facilities  operating  on  152.51  MHz 
to  be  located  115'  West  of  Locust  St.  on 
Lincoln  St.,  Owaneco,  Illinois. 
22186-CD-P-(2)-76  Havlland  Telephone 
Company,  Inc.  (KAQ634),  C.P.  to  replace 
transmitter  and  change  antenna  system 
operating  on  152.78  MHz  and  for  additional 
facilities  to  operate  on  152.54  MHz  located 
at  Southeast  corner  of  city  limits  of  Havl¬ 


land,  Kansas. 

22 1 86-CD-R— 76  United  Telephone  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.  (KDT217),  Renewal  of  License 
expiring  July  1,  1976.  Term:  July  l.  1976 
to  July  1.  1978. 

22187-CD-AL-(2)-76  Hawkeye  State  Tele¬ 
phone  Company.  Consent  to  Assignment 
of  License  from  Hawkeye  State  Telephone 
Company,  Assignor  to  Continental  Tele¬ 
phone  Company  of  Iowa,  Assignee 

22188-CD-P-(2)-76  Tadlock's  Radio  Dispatch 
(KMA259).  C.P.  for  additional  control 
facilities  to  operate  on  2179.0  MHz  at  Loc 
No.  1:  26  Main  Street,  Woodland,  Califor¬ 
nia;  and  for  additional  repeater  facilities 
to  operate  on  2129.0  MHz  at  Loc  No.  2: 
Bald  Mtn.,  5  miles  SE  of  Guinda  Califor¬ 
nia. 

22189— CD-P— (2)— 76  Northwestern  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Company  (KUC996),  C.P.  to  change 
antenna  system  and  relocate  facilities  op¬ 
erating  on  152.84  MHz  at  Loc.  No.  3  to  be 
located  at  One  Appletree  Square,  Bloom¬ 
ington,  Minnesota;  and  for  additional  fa¬ 
cilities  to  operate  on  152.84  MHz  to  be 
located  at  a  new  site  described  as  Loc.  No. 
8  :  868  Hadley  Lane,  Oakdale,  Minnesota. 

22190-CD-P— (3)-76  Earl  R.  Law  &  Bart  E. 
Gonzales  d.b.a.  Am-Tex  Dispatch  Service 
Company  (KLB564),  C.P.  to  replace  trans¬ 
mitter  and  change  antenna  system  operat¬ 
ing  on  152.12  MHz  at  Loc.  No.  3  and  change 
antenna  system  and  replace  transmitter 
and  relocate  facilities  operating  on  152.03 
and  152.21  MHz  from  Loc.  No.  1  to  Loc.  No. 
2;  6th  and  Tyler,  Amarillo,  Texas. 

22191-CD-P-76  James  L.  Munch  d.b.a.  Able 
Answering  Service  (KOP307),  C.P.  to  re¬ 
place  transmitter  and  change  antenna  sys¬ 
tem  operating  on  152.03  MHz  located  at 
South  Peak  in  Hlghwood  Mountains,  8 
miles  NNE  of  Raynesford,  Montana. 

22192-CD-AL-76  AAA  Anserphone,  Inc. 
Jackson  Consent  to  Assignment  of  Lioense 
from  AAA  Anserphone,  Inc.,  Jackson,  As¬ 
signor  to  Ace  Commercial  Services,  Ino., 
Assignee.  Station;  KQZ740,  Columbus.  Mis¬ 
sissippi. 
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221 93-CD-P-76  Central  Telephone  Company 
(New),  C.P.  for  a  new  1-way  station  to  op¬ 
erate  on  162.84  MHz  to  be  located  3.6  miles 
SW  of  Port  Dodge,  Iowa. 

22 194-CD-P-76  Marie  Hanson  d.bA.  Sander¬ 
son  Communications  Company  (KU8328), 
CP.  for  additional  facilities  to  operate  on 
152.12  MHz,  base,  at  Loc.  No.  3  :  706  3rd 
Street,  Sanderson,  Texas. 

22198-CD-P-76  Radio  Relay  New  York  Cor¬ 
poration  (New)  (Developmental),  C.P.  for 
a  new  1-way  developmental  station  to  op¬ 
erate  on  460.675  MHz  to  be  located  at  World 
Trade  Center.  New  York,  New  York.  - 
22252-CD-TC-  ( 6 )  -76  Telephone  Communi¬ 
cations,  Inc.  Consent  to  Transfer  of  Con¬ 
trol  from  Richard  D.  and  Lorna  Cahill, 
Transferor  to  Telephone  Communications, 
Inc.,  Transferee.  Stations:  KLF607  & 
KLF645,  Green  Bay,  Wisconsin;  KRS627  & 
KSJ762,  Appleton,  Wisconsin;  KRH668, 
Oshkosh,  Wisconsin  &  KRM974,  Manitowoc, 
Wisconsin. 

22253-CD-P-  ( 3 )  -76  New  England  Telephone 
&  Telegraph  Company  (KCA670),  CP.  to 
change  antenna  system  operating  on  152.57 
It  152.66  MHz  and  for  additional  faculties 
to  operate  on  152.60  MHz  located  2.0  miles 
SE  of  East  Hampton,  Holyoke,  Massachu¬ 
setts. 

22254— CD-P-76  Alrslgnal  of  Colorado,  Inc. 
(KAA276).  C.P.  to  change  antenna  system 
and  relocate  facilities  operating  on  152.03 
MHz  and  add  standby  to  operate  on  152.03 
MHz  to  be  located  2.2  miles  South  of 
Golden,  Lookout  Mtn,  Colorado.  Loc.  No.  1. 
22 1 97-CD-P-78  Radio  Relay  New  York  Corp. 
(KEC745).  CP.  to  relocate  facilities  oper¬ 
ating  on  43.22  MHz  at  Loc.  No.  9  to  be  lo¬ 
cated  38-42  S.  Broadway,  White  Plains, 
New  York. 

22181-CD-P-(2)-76  El  Dorado  Mobile  Tele¬ 
phone,  Inc.  (KWU417).  C.P.  for  a  new  sta¬ 
tion  to  operate  on  152.06  and  152.18  MHz 
to  be  located  2  miles  SE  of  Intersection  of 
Champanolle  Rd.  and  Ark.  Hwy.  167,  El 
Dorado,  Arkansas. 

IHTORMATITK 

It  appears  that  the  foUowlng  applications 
may  be  mutuaUy  exclusive  and  subject  to 
the  Commission’s  Rules  regarding  Ex  Parte 
presentations  by  reasons  of  potential  elec¬ 
trical  Interference. 

152.24  MHz 

Pine  Mountains  Communications.  Inc. 

(New),  220 16-CD-P-76,  Casper.  Wyoming 
Custom  Radio,  Inc.  (New),  22022-CD- P-76. 
Casper,  Wyoming 

Rubai.  Radio  Service 

60859-CR-P/L-76  Southwestern  BeU  Tele¬ 
phone  Company  (New),  C.P.  for  a  new 
rural  subscriber  station  to  operate  on 
157.92,  157  26  &  167.98  MHz  to  be  located 
32  miles  Northwest  of  Laredo,  Texas. 
60360-CR— P-76  RCA  Alaska  Communications. 
Inc.  (New),  CP.  for  a  new  central  office 
station  to  operate  on  152.51  MHz  to  be 
located  at  Village  located  on  Yukon  River, 
140  miles  NNE  of  Fairbanks,  Fort  Yukon, 
Alaska. 

6036 1 -CR-P-76  RCA  Alaska  Communications, 
Inc.  (New).  CP.  for  a  new  rural  subscriber 
station  to  operate  on  157.77  MHz  to  be  lo¬ 
cated  at  Village  on  Birch  Creek  113  miles 
NE  of  Fairbanks,  Birch  Creek,  Alaska. 

PorWT  to  Pomr  Microwave  Radio  Service 

3974— CF- P-76  Northwestern  BeU  Telephone 
Company  (KCO90).  5.5  Miles  NW  of  St. 
Llbory,  Nebraska.  Lat.  41*06'31’‘  N„  Long. 
98*27 '21"  W.  C.P.  to  add  frequency  6063.8H 
MHz  toward  Grand  Island.  Nebraska  on 
azimuth  1542*. 


S075-CF-P-76  Same  (KBI62).  105  North 
Wheeler  Street,  Grand  Island,  Nebraska. 
Lat.  40*55'25''  N„  Long.  98*20*25"  W.  CP. 
to  add  frequency  6404 AH  MHz  toward  St. 
Llbory,  Nebraska  on  azimuth  834.0*. 

3976- CF-P-76  Same  (KPP31 ) .  2.2  MUes  South 
of  Sutherland.  Nebraska.  Lat.  41*07*41"  N, 
L6ng.  101*07'61"  W.  CP.  to  add  a  point  of 
communication  on  frequency  11485V, 
11645V  MHz  toward  a  new  station  at  Her- 
shey,  Nebraska  on  azimuth  93.2*. 

3977- CF-P-76  Same  (New).  4  MUes  SE  of 

Hershey,  Nebraska.  Lat.  41*07*12”  N.,  Long. 
100*56*43"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  fre¬ 
quencies  11035V,  10715V  MHz  toward 

Sutherland,  Nebraska  on  azimuth  273.3*, 
and  11035V,  10715V  MHz  toward  a  new  sta- 
tatlon  at  North  Platte,  Nebraska  on 
azimuth  82.9*. 

3978- CF-P-76  Same  (New).  405  North  Vine 
Street,  North  Platte.  Nebraska,  Lat. 
41*08*13"  N..  Long.  100*45*50”  W.  C.P.  for 
a  new  station  on  frequencies  11485V, 
11645V  MHz  toward  a  new  station  at  Her¬ 
shey,  Nebraska  on  azimuth  263.0*. 

The  following  Renewal  applications  for  the 

term  ending  February  1,  1981  have  been  re¬ 
ceived: 

7866- CF-R-76,  KRR53,  Alvord,  Texas 

7867- CF-R— 76,  KRR54.  Boyd,  Texas 

7868- CF-R-76,  KRR55,  Chico.  Texas 

7869- CF-R-76,  KRR56,  Decatur,  Texas 

7870- CF-R-76,  KRR57,  Krum,  Texas 

7871- CF-R-76,  KRR58,  Sanger,  Texas 

7872- CF-R-76,  KRR59,  Slidell,  Texas 

7873- CF-R— 76,  WOE41.  BoonsviUe,  Texas 

7874- CF-R-76,  WQR77,  Saint  Jo,  Texas 

7875- CF-R-76,  WQR78,  Sunset,  Texas 

corrections: 

3998-CF-P-76  United  Wehco,  Inc.  (WPE  66). 
2  miles  ENE  of  Malvern,  Arkansas.  (Lat. 
34*22*41*  N..  Long.  92 *47 “06*  W.:  This 
entry,  appearing  In  Public  Notice  dated 
June  7,  1976,  corrected  to  show  location  as 
above. 

4075-CF-P-76  Penn  Service  Microwave  Co  , 
Inc.  (WAY  89).  3  miles  South  of  Williams¬ 
port,  Pennsylvania.  Lat.  41*12*32"  W., 
Long.  76*67'30*’  W.:  This  entry,  appearing 
In  Public  Notice  dated  June  14,  1976,  cor¬ 
rected  to  show  6301. OH  MHz  toward  Mill 
Hall,  Pennsylvania,  on  azimuth  243.6 
degrees. 

4086— CF-P-76  United  Telephone  Company  of 
Florida  (KIP60).  Ft.  Myers,  Florida.  Cor¬ 
rect  entry  to  read:  change  polarization 
from  Horizontal  to  Vertical  on  frequencies 
5945.2.  6004.6,  6123.1  MHz  toward  Pt.  Char¬ 
lotte,  Florida.  All  other  particulars  remain 
as  reported  on  Public  Notice  No.  810,  dated 
June  14. 1976. 

(FR  Doc.76-18392  Filed  6-23-76; 8: 45  am] 


FM  BROADCAST  APPLICATIONS 
Ready  and  Available  for  Processing 

Notice  Is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
5  1.573(d)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  that 
on  August  3,  1976,  the  FM  broadcast  ap¬ 
plications  listed  in  the  attached  Appendix 
will  be  considered  as  ready  and  available 
for  processing.  Pursuant  to  8  1.227(b)  (1) 
and  §  1.591(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
an  application,  on  order  to  be  considered 
with  any  application  appearing  on  the 
attached  list  or  with  any  other  applica¬ 
tion  tm  file  by  the  close  of  business  on 
August  2,  1976,  which  involves  a  conflict 
necessitating  a  hearing  with  any  applica¬ 
tion  on  this  list  must  be  substantially 
complete  and  tendered  for  filing  at  the 


offices  of  the  Commission  in  Washington. 
D.C.,  by  the  close  of  business  on  August  2, 
1976.  The  attention  of  prospective  appli¬ 
cants  is  directed  to  the  fact  that  some 
contemplated  proposals  may  not  be  eligi¬ 
ble  for  consideration  with  an  application 
appearing  in  the  attached  Appendix  by 
reason  of  conflicts  between  the  listed  ap¬ 
plications  and  applications  appearing  in 
previous  notices  published  pursuant  to 
§  1.573(d)  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadings  concerning  any 
pending  FM  broadcast  applications,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  309(d)  (1)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  is 
directed  to  8  1.580(1)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  for  provisions  governing  the  time 
for  filing  and  other  requirements  relating 
to  such  pleadings. 

Adopted:  June  15, 1976. 

Released:  June  18, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

B PH-9572  WXEN,  Cleveland,  Ohio 

Booth  American  Co. 

Has;  106.5  mHz;  Channel  No. 
293B 

ERP:  16.5  kW;  HAAT:  130 
ft  (Lie) 

Req;  106.5  mHz;  Channel 
No.  293 B 

ERP;  50  kW;  HAAT:  480  ft 
BPH-9628  New,  Bardstown,  Ky. 

Earl  Lamar  Clark 

Req:  96.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
244A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT:  236  ft 
BPH-9736  WKTC,  Tarboro,  NX!. 

Coastal  Plains  Broadcasting 
C6.,  Inc. 

Has:  104.3  mHz;  Channel  No. 
282C 

ERP:  7  kW;  HAAT:  260  ft 
(Lie) 

Req :  104.3  mHz;  Channel  No. 
282C 

ERP;  100  kW;  HAAT:  220.8 
ft 

BPH  9742  New.  Tarklo.  Mo. 

Ashdown  Broadcasters,  Inc. 

Req:  93.5  mHz;  Channel  No. 
228A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT:  233  ft 
BPH -9748  WPVM,  Cumberland,  Md. 

WCUM  Radio,  Inc. 

Has:  102.9  mHz;  Channel  No. 
276B 

ERP:  1.26  kW;  HAAT:  4  ft 
(Lie) 

Req :  102.9  mHz;  Channel  No. 
275B 

ERP:  3.5  kW:  HAAT:  1401 
ft 

BPH -97 82  New,  Duluth,  Minn. 

Northwestern  College 

Req.:  102.5  mHz;  Channel 
No.  2T3C 

ERP:  100  kW;  HAAT:  665  ft 
BPH-0807  New.  Redding,  Calif. 

Redding  FM  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc. 

Req :  104.8  mHz;  Channel  No. 
282C 

ERP:  13.5  kW;  HAAT:  3660 
ft 
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BPH-9809 


BPH-OeiO 


B  PH-98 11 


BPH-9817 


BPH-9818 


BPH-9823 


BPH-9824 


BPH  9826 


BPH  9832 


BPH -9838 


BPH-9834 


BPH- 9 835 


BPH -9 83 8 


BPH-9839 


BPH-9840 


New,  Lamesa,  Tex. 

KPET  Radio,  Inc. 

Req:  104  7  mHz;  Channel 
No.  284C 

XRP:  100  kW;  HA  AT;  226.8 
ft 

New,  Lake  Arrowhead,  Calif. 
Ban  Bernardino  B/Cting 
Corp. 

Req:  103.9  mHz;  Channel 
No.  280A 

ERP:  .038  kW;  HAAT;  2641  ft 
New,  Copperas  Cove,  Tex. 
Kove  Broadcasting  Co. 

Req:  103.1  mHz;  Channel 
No.  276A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT;  300  ft 
New,  Iron  wood,  Mich. 

Big  O  Little  O,  Inc. 

Req:  106.9  mHz;  Channel 
No.  295C 

ERP:  26  kW;  HAAT;  616  ft 
New,  Glennvllle,  Oa. 

Tattnall  County  B/Cting  Co. 
Req:  106.3  mHz;  Channel  No. 
292A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT;  300  ft 
New,  Woodstock,  N.Y. 
Woodstock  Communications, 
Inc. 

Req:  100.1  mHz;  Channel  No. 
261A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT;  290.6  ft 
New,  Goleta,  Calif. 

Guy  B.  Erway, 

Req:  106.3  mHz;  Channel 
No.  292A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT:  -635  ft 
New,  Hurricane,  W.  Va. 
Putnam  B/Cting  Co.,  Inc. 
Req:  106.3  mHz;  Channel 
No.  292A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT:  295  ft 
New,  Greenville,  Ala. 

Butler  County  Broadcasting 
Co. 

Req:  96.9  mHz;  Channel  No. 

240A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT:  226  ft 
New,  Ardmore,  Okla. 

J.  W.  Brauer, 

Req:  92.1  mHz;  Channel  No. 
221A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT:  211.6  ft 
New,  Newberry,  Mich. 
Newberry  Broadcasting  Co. 
Req:  98.5  mHz;  Channel  No. 

228A 

ERP:  8  kW;  HAAT:  300  ft 
KGNO-FM  Dodge  City,  Kans. 
The  Dodge  City  B/Cting  Co., 
Inc. 

Has :  95.5  mHz;  Channel  No. 
238C 

ERP:  25  kW;  HAAT:  165  ft 
(Lie) 

Req:  95.5  mHz;  Channel  No. 
2380 

ERP:  100  kW;  HAAT:  433.6 
ft 


BPH-9842 


BPH-9844 


BPH- 9846 


BPH-9847 


BPH  9862 


BPH -9864 


BPH-9865 


BPH -9806 


BPH-9867 


BPH  9868 


New,  Galesburg,  Ill. 

Creative  Broadcasting  Ltd. 
Req:  92.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
224A 

ERP:  8  kW;  HAAT:  300  ft 
New,  Parker,  Ariz. 

O.  M.  Broadcasting,  Inc. 

Req:  09.3  mHz;  Channel  No. 
267A 

ERP:  .202  kw;  HAAT:  956  ft 
New,  Scottsbluff,  Nebr. 
Tracey  Oorp. 

Req:  92.9  mHz;  Channel  No. 
2260 

ERP:  100  kW:  HAAT:  740.5 
ft 


BFH-9870 


BPH-9877 


BPH-9878 


New,  Stevenson,  Ala. 

Lynn  Ltd.,  Inc. 

Req:  101.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
269A 

ERP:  .936  kW;  HAAT:  493.2 
ft 

New,  Montgomery  City,  Mo. 
Montgomery  County  Broad* 
casting  Co. 

Req:  103.9  -mHz;  Channel 
No.  280A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT:  300.7  ft 
New,  Moorehead-Beaufort, 
N.C. 

Grace  Missionary  Baptist 
Church,  Inc. 

Req:  103.3  mHz;  Channel 
No.  277C 

ERP:  100  kW;  HAAT:  459  ft 
New,  Boise,  Idaho 
New  Executive  Motel,  Inc. 
Req:  104.3  mHz;  Channel 
No.  282C 

ERP:  50  kW;  HAAT:  1794  ft 
New,  Athens,  Tenn. 
Cumberland  Broadcasting 
Oorp. 

Req:  101.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
269A 

ERP:  8  kW;  HAAT:  300  ft 
KTCL,  Port  Collins,  Colo. 
WREN  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc. 
Has:  93.3  mHz;  Channel  No. 
227C 

ERP:  25  kW;  HAAT;  37  ft 
(Lie) 

Req:  93.3  mHz;  Channel  No. 
2270 

ERP:  100  kW;  HAAT:  1329  ft 
New,  Montpelier,  Vt. 

North  Country  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc. 

Req:  96.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
244A 

ERP:  .40  kW;  HAAT:  700  ft 
WGRD-FM,  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich. 

Regional  B/Ctrs  of  Michigan, 
Inc. 

Has:  97.9  mHz;  Channel  No. 
250B 

ERP:  19  kW;  HAAT:  410  ft 
(Lie.) 

Req:  979  mHz;  Channel  No. 
250B 

ERP:  13  kW;  HAAT:  690  ft 
New,  Gilmer,  Tex. 

KHYM  Broadcasting  Co. 

Raq:  95.3  bBb;  Channel  No. 
237A 

ERP:  1.8  kW>  HAAT:  400  ft 
KAFG,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
Covenant  Radio  of  Okla¬ 
homa,  Inc, 

Has:  102.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
2740 

ERP:  100  kW;  HAAT:  295  ft 
(Lie) 

Req:  102.7  mHz;  Channel  No 
2740 

ERP:  100  kW;  HAAT:  900  ft 
New,  Portland,  Maine 
Sunshine  Broadcasting,  Inc. 
Req:  93.1  mHz;  Channel  No. 
226B 

ERP:  50  kW;  HAAT:  220  ft 
New,  Pocatello,  Idaho 
KSEI  Broadcasters,  Inc. 

Req:  104.9  mHz;  Channel  NO. 
285A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT:  582  ft 
(Allocated  to  Alameda,  Id.) 
New,  Kalamazoo,  Mich. 

WHW  Enterprises,  Inc. 

Req :  107.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
299B 

ERP:  50  kW;  HAAT:  600  ft 


BPH-9879 


BPH-9880 


BPH  9881 


BPH-9884 


BPH  9886 


BPH-9887 


BPH  9895 


BPH  9890 


BPH-9898 


BPH  -9899 


BPED-2049 


BPED-2172 


BPED-2170 


New,  Ontario,  Oreg. 

Ontario  Broadcasting  Co. 

Req:  66.1  mHz;  Channel  No 
241C 

ERP:  27  kW;  HAAT:  409  ft 
New,  Yakima,  Wash. 

Yakima  Broadcasting  Co. 

Req:  98.3  mHz;  Channel  No. 
252A 

ERP:  .7kW;  HAAT:  566  ft 
New,  Seminole,  Okla. 
Seminole  Broadcasting  Co. 
Req:  105.5  mHz;  Channel  No 
288A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT:  286  ft 
New,  Sheridan,  Wyo. 

Wycom  Corp. 

Req:  96.6  mHz;  Channel  No. 
243C 

ERP:  25  kW;  HAAT:  — 13  ft 
KEYN-FM,  Wichita,  Kans 
Mr.  D's  Radio,  Inc., 

Has:  108.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
279C 

ERP:  58  kW;  HAAT:  310  ft 
(Lie) 

Req:  103.7  mHz;  Channel  No 

279C 

ERP:  100  kW;  HAAT:  930  ft 
KKNG,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla 
8 wan co  Broadcasting,  Inc. 
Has:  92.6  mHz;  Channel  No 
223C 

ERP:  100  kW;  HAAT:  236  ft 
(Lie) 

Req:  92.6  mHz;  Channel  No 
223C 

ERP:  100  kW;  HAAT:  900  ft 
New,  Rainelle,  W.  Va. 

Rr-B  Company,  Inc. 

Req:  96.7  mHz;  Channel  No 

244A 

ERP:  1.2  kW;  HAAT:  440  ft 
New,  Hiawatha,  Kans. 

Kanza  Broadcasters 
Req:  103.9  mHz:  Channel  No 
280A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT:  300  ft 
WPMO,  Pascagoula,  Miss. 
Crest  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc 
Has:  99.1  mHz;  Channel  No 
256C 

ERP:  26  kW:  HAAT:  185  ft 
(Lie) 

Req:  99.1  mHz;  Channel  No 
366 C 

ERP:  100  kW;  HAAT:  346  ft 
KZTTN-FM,  Opportunity. 

Wash. 

KZBN,  Inc. 

Has:  96.1  mHa:  Channel  No. 
241C 

ERP:  3.7  kW;  HAAT;  —206 
ft  (Lie) 

Req:  96.1  mHz;  Channel  No. 
241C 

ERP:  66  kW;  HAAT;  2380  ft 
KZSU,  Stanford,  Calif. 
Trustees  of  Lei  and  Stanford 
Jr.  University 

Has:  90.1  mHz;  Channel  No. 
211D 

TPO:  .01  kW;  HAAT;  ft  (Lie) 
Req:  90.1  mHz;  Channel  No. 
211A 

ERP:  .5  kW;  HAAT;  -10  ft 
New,  Blackwood,  N.J. 

Camden  County  College 
Req:  91.6  mHz;  Channel  No. 
218D 

TPO:  .01  kW;  HAAT;  ft 
New,  Concordia,  Kans. 

Cloud  County  Community 
College 

Req:  88.3  mHz;  Channel  No. 
202D 

TPO:  .01  kW;  HAAT;  ft 
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BPED  2178 


BPED-8195 


BFED-8196 


BPED  2198 


BPED-S199 


BPED-2204 


BPED-2208 


BPED  2211 


BPED  2218 


BPED-2214 


BPED  2216 


BPED-8288 


WIPL,  Louisville,  Ky. 
Louisville  Frea  Public  Library 
Baa:  88.8  mHz;  Channel  No. 
207A 

EBP:  MX  kW;  HAAT;  310  ft 
(Uc>  I 

Req:  884  mHz;  Channel  No. 

207C 

ERP:  100  kW;  HAAT;  316  ft 
KFJC.  Los  Altos,  Calif. 
Foothill  Community  College 
District 

Has;  88.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
209 D 

ERP:  .038  kW;  HAAT:  1830 
ft.  (Lie) 

Req:  89.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
209 B  ERP:  .108  kW: 
HAAT:  1845  ft. 

New  Overland,  Mo. 

Ritenour  Consolidated  School 
District 

Req:  90.1  mHZ;  Channel  No. 
211D 

TPO:  .01  kW  HAAT:  ft. 

KLCC,  Eugene,  Oreg. 

Lane  Community  College 
Has:  90.3  mHz;  Channel  No. 
212A 

ERP:  .44  kW;  HAAT;  720 
ft.  (Lie) 

REO:B9.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
No.  2090 

ERP:  9.68  kW;  HAAT;  719 
ft. 

New.  Cherry  Hill,  NJT. 

Board  of  Education  of 
Township  of  Cherry  Hill 
Req:  88.1  mHz;  Channel  No 
201D 

TPO:  .01  kW;  HAAT;  ft. 

New,  Roosevelt,  Utah 
Duchesne  County  School 
District 

Req:  90.9  mHz;  Channel  No. 

No.  215D 

TPO:  .01  kW;  HAAT:  ft. 

New,  Rio  Ptedras,  P.R. 
Academy  Radio  Corp. 

Req:  90.5  mHz;  Channel 
No.  2138 

ERP:  4.43  kW;  HAAT; 

—  104  ft. 

WSWM,  Memphis,  Tenn. 
Southwestern  at  Memphis 
Req:  91.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
2 19  A 

ERP:  .98  kW;  HAAT:  160  ft 
New.  Duzbury.  Mass. 

Dux  bury  Community  Radio. 
Inc. 

Req:  91.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
219D 

TPO:  .01  kW;  HAAT:  ft 
New,  Deoorah,  Iowa 
Minnesota  Public  Radio,  Inc. 
Req:  894  mHz;  Channel  No. 
208D 

TPO:  j01  kW;  HAAT:  ft 
WSAK,  Spring  Arbor,  Mich. 
Spring  Arbor  College 
Has:  89.3  mHz;  Channel  No. 
207A 

ERP:  1  kW;  HAAT:  200  ft 

(He) 

Req:  69.3  mHz;  Channel  No. 
207B 

ERP:  3.06  kW;  HAAT:  238 
ft 

New,  El  Cerrito.  Calif. 

El  Cerrito  High  School 
Req:  88.1  mHz;  Channel  No. 
20  ID 

TPO:  41  kW;  HAAT:  ft 


BPED-2224 


BPED- 2227 


BPED- 2228 


BPED  2232 


BPED  2238 


BPED  2242 


New,  MUleravllle,  Pa. 
MlUersrUle  state  College 
R-q:  91.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
219D 

TPO:  .01  kW;  HAAT:  ft 
New,  Champaign,  Ill. 
Parkland  College 
Req:  88.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 

204B 

ERP:  849  kW;  HAAT:  291  ft 
New.  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
Franklin  Township  Com¬ 
munity  School  Corp. 

Req:  914  mHz;  Channel  No. 
218D 

TPO:  .01  kW;  HAAT:  —  ft 
WPKN,  Bridgeport.  Conn. 
University  of  Bridgeport 
Has:  89.5  mHz;  Channel  No. 

208B 

ERP:  8.4  kW;  HAAT:  650  ft 
(lie) 

Req:  89.5  mHz;  Channel  No. 

208B 

ERP:  10  kW;  HAAT:  552  ft 
New,  Spokane,  Wash. 
Whitworth  College 
Req:  90.3  mHz;  Channel  No. 
212D 

TPO;  .01  kW:  HAAT:  —  ft 
New.  Emmltsburg.  Md. 
Mount  Saint  Marys  College 
Req:  89.9  mHz;  Channel  No. 
210D 

TPO:  .01  kW:  HAAT:  —  ft 


BPED -2243  WUTS.  Sewanee,  Tenn. 

The  University  of  the  South 
Has;  88.1  mHz;  Channel  No. 
80  ID 

TPO:  .01  kW;  HAAT:  —  ft 
(Lie) 

Req:  91.5  mHz;  Channel  No. 
218D 

TPO:  <41  kW;  HAAT:  —  ft 
BPED  2250  WRFW.  Riser  Falls.  Wls. 

Board  of  Regents,  University 
of  Wisconsin  System 
Has:  88.7  mHz;  Channel  No. 
204A 

ERP:  .750  kW;  HAAT:  860  ft 
(Lie) 

Req:  88.7  mHz;  Channel  No 

204A 

ERP:  3  kW;  HAAT:  82  ft 
BMPED  1373  WP10,  Titusville.  Fla. 

Florida  Public  Radio,  Inc. 
Hu:  89.9  mHz;  Channel  No. 
210D 

TPO:  41  kW;  HAAT:  —  ft 
(CP) 

Req:  89.1  mHz;  Channel  No. 
206D 

TPO:  41  kW;  HAAT: - ft 

(FR  Doc  76-18393  Filed  6-83-76; 8:45  am] 


(Report  No.  987] 

ACTIONS  IN  RULE  MAKING  PROCEEDINGS  FILED 
Petitions  for  Reconsideration 

June  18,  1976. 


Docket  or 
KM  No. 

Rule  No. 

Bubjeet 

Date 

received 

18179. . . 

.  Pt.  71 . 

Amendment  of  pt.  73  of  the  Commission's  rules  with  respect  to  the 

June  14, 1976 

20016 . 

availability  of  television  programs  produced  by  nonnetwork 
suppliers  to  commerical  television  stations  and  CATV  systems. 
Filed  by  James  A.  McKenna,  Jr.,  and  Thomae  N.  Frohock.  attor¬ 
neys  (or  Summit  Radio  Corp. 

AM-FM  program  duplication: 

June  15,1978 

'20339 . 

.  Sec  7*.202<b) _ 

Filed  by  Benedict  P.  Cottons,  attorney  for  Daytime  Broadcasters 
Association:  ... 

Filed  by  A.  HarfyBecker,  attorney  tor  SoundorlAnd  Broadcasting 
Corp.  (WOL  and  WMOD-FM). 

Amendment  of  sec.  73.202(b)  table  of  assignments,  FM  broadcast 
stations  (Cleveland.  Athens,  F.towah,  and  South  Pittsburg, 
Tenn  ).  Application  for  review  filed  by  George  U.  Boraari,  Jr., 
and  John  A.  Borsari,  attorneys  for  Marion  County  Broadcasting 
Service,  Inc.  (WEPG). 

June  10,1976 

June  9, 1976 

Nor*.— ^ Oppositions  to  petitions  for  reconsideration  must  be  filed  on  or  before  July  9,  1976.  Replies  to  an  opposition 
must  be  filed  within  16  d  after  time  for  filing  oppositions  has  expired. 


Federal  Communications  Commission, 
Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  76-18389  Filed  6  83  76.8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  20590,  File  No.  BRH-970;  Docket 
No.  20833,  File  No.  BPH-7904] 

STEREO  BROADCASTERS,  INC.  AND 
A.M.S.  RADIO 

Designating  Applications  for  Consolidated 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues;  Correction 
In  re  applications  of  Stereo  Broad¬ 
casters,  Inc.,  Station  WUR(FM) ,  Garden 
City,  New  York,  Has:  92.7  MHt,  Chan¬ 
nel  224.  3  kW  (H&V) ;  300  feet:  For  ne- 


newal  of  broadcast  license.  Franklin  M. 
Wolfe,  Ruth  R.  Ennis,  Robert  A.  Allen, 
Edward  J.  Hart  dba.  A.M.S.  Radio, 
Garden  City,  New  York;  Requests:  92.7 
MHz,  Channel  224  3  kW  (H&V) ;  300  feet 
For  construction  permit  for  new  FM 
Radio  Station. 

The  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
released  June  16,  1976,  41  FR  24770,  PCC 
76-503  Is  corrected  as  follows: 
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Franklin  M.  Wolfe,  Ruth  R.  Ennis, 
Robert  A.  Allen,  Edward  J.  Hart  d.b.a. 
A.M.S.  RADIO 

Is  changed  to: 

AJfJB.  RADIO,  INC. 

Released:  June  18, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

^  Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-18391  FUed  6-23-76;  8: 46  am] 


[FCC  76-636;  Docket  No.  20840] 

TELEPHONE  SERVICE 
Use  of  Recording  Devices 

By  the  Commission:  Commissioner 
Hooks  concurring  in  the  result. 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  inquiry  in 
the  above-entitled  matter. 

2.  This  Commission  has  required  tariff 
provisions  concerning  the  use  of  record¬ 
ing  devices  in  connection  with  interstate 
and  foreign  Message  Toll  Telephone 
Service  (MTS)  and  Wide  Area  Telephone 
Service  (WATS)  and  their  facilities.*  The 
prescribed  tariff  regulations  allow  the 
use  of  customer  provided  recording  de¬ 
vices  in  connection  with  two-way  conver¬ 
sations  using  MTS  and  WATS  service 
and  facilities  *  provided  that  acoustic  or 
inductive-type  recorders  are  not  used,* 
provided  an  automatic  tone  warning  de¬ 
vice  (beep  tone)  is  employed,  and  pro¬ 
vided  the  recorder  is  not  capable  of  dis¬ 
connection  or  switching  off  at  the  will  of 
the  user.  Required  exceptions  to  the  use 
of  the  beep  tone  are  when  the  recording 
equipment  is  being  used  by  a  Commis¬ 
sion  licensed  broadcast  station  to  record 
a  two-way  conversation  solely  for  broad¬ 
cast,*  when  the  recording  equipment  is 
used  by  the  United  States  Secret  Service 
to  record  two-way  telephone  conversa¬ 
tions  which  concern  the  safety  and  secu¬ 
rity  of  the  person  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  members  of  his  imme¬ 
diate  family,  or  the  White  House  and  its 
grounds,1 * * 4  and  when  the  recording  equlp- 


1  Use  of  Recording  Devices  In  Connection 
with  Telephone  Service,  Docket  No.  6787,  11 
FCC  1033  ( 1947) ;  12  FCC  1006  ( 1947) ;  12  FOC 
1008  (1948). 

•  Private  Line  systems  were  not  Included  In 
Commission  orders. 

■Public  Notice,  released  March  28,  1961, 
barred  the  us®  of  Inductive  recorders. 

4  Broadcast  of  Telephone  Conversations, 
Docket  No.  18601,  23  FCC  2d  1  (1970).  This 
exception  was  granted  because  S  73.1206  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  47  CFR  1 73.1206,  re¬ 
quires  all  broadcast  licensees  to  Inform  par¬ 
ties  to  telephone  calls  of  the  broadcasters  In¬ 
tent  to  broadcast  the  call.  Consent  to  such 
broadcast,  where  the  call  may  be  heard  and 
freely  recorded  by  the  public,  was  found  to 
sufflce  as  consent  to  recording  of  the  conver¬ 
sation  and  the  beep  tone  was  therefore  found 
to  he  unnecessary. 

»  MoCann  v.  American  Telephone  and  Tele¬ 
graph,  60  FOC  2d  906  (1976). 


ment  is  being  used  at  United  States  De¬ 
partment  ef  Defense  Command  Centers 
to  record  emergency  communications 
transmitted  in  part  over  the  Command 
Centers’  private  line  network.*  Our  pur¬ 
pose  in  prescribing  the  beep  tone  require¬ 
ment  was  to  assure  that  the  recording 
of  two-way  telephone  conversations  using 
Interstate  or  foreign  MTS  service  or  fa¬ 
cilities  is  done  only  with  the  full  knowl¬ 
edge  and  consent  of  all  the  conversing 
parties;  we  aimed  to  realize  the  benefits 
of  the  use  of  recording  devices  without 
jeopardizing  the  privacy  of  telephone 
conversation. 

3.  While  we  Initially  required  that  the 
beep  tone  be  provided  by  the  carrier,'  our 
recent  decision  in  Docket  No.  19528,* 
eliminating  the  need  for  interconnecting 
arrangements  when  using  Commission 
certified  equipment,  made  a  requirement 
Shat  the  carrier  provide  the  beep  tone 
impracticable  in  many  Instances.  There¬ 
fore.  we  have  recently  ruled  that  the  cus¬ 
tomer  may  now  provide  the  beep  tone.* 
We  also  recently  have  denied  a  Petition 
for  Supplemental  Order  and  Declaratory 
Ruling,  filed  by  Communication  Certifi¬ 
cation  Laboratory  (CCL) ,  seeking  elimi¬ 
nation  of  the  beep  tone  requirement.** 
CCL’s  primary  contention  was  that  the 
beep  tone  requirement  is  unenforceable 
and  Its  continuance  serves  only  to  induce 
a  false  sense  of  security  in  the  telephone 
using  public.  These  and  other  issues  con¬ 
cerning  the  desirability  and  enforceabil¬ 
ity  of  the  beep  tone  convince  us  that  a  re¬ 
examination  of  our  beep  tone  ruling  is  in 
order.  Although  steadfast  in  our  belief 


•Use  of  Recording  Devices  In  Connection 
with  Telephone  Service,  (FCC  76-467),  re¬ 
leased  May  24,  1976.  Another  very  limited 
exception  may  be  found  in  Mailer  v.  New 
England  Telephone  Company,  44  FCC  2d  614 
(1974).  In  a  later  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order  we  found  Mailer  to  be  an  Interpreta¬ 
tion  of  the  existing  beep  tone  tariff  require¬ 
ments  not  requiring  any  tariff  amendment. 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order,  5L  F.C.C. 
2d  1  (1975). 

T  12  FCC  1008  (1948). 

■First  Report  and  Order,  66  FCC  2d  693 
(1976);  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order,  57 
FCC  2d  1216  (1976);  Memorandum  Opinion 
and  Order,  released  March  15,  1976  (FCC  76- 
235);  Second  Report  and  Order,  released 
March  18.  1976  (FCC  76-242). 

•  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order,  Docket 
No.  19628,  released  AprU  28.  1976,  FOC  76- 
377.  This  ruling  applies  only  to  Commission 
certified  recording  equipment.  The  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Fourth  cir¬ 
cuit  recently  stayed  Implementation  of  the 
certification  program  pending  judicial  review 
at  the  request  of  the  North  Carolina  Utilities 
Commission,  AT&T  and  others.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  Is  presently  seeking  review  of  this  action 
by  the  full  three  Judge  panel.  Appeal  pending 
sub  nom.  North  Carolina  Utilities  Commis¬ 
sion  v.  F.C.C.,  No.  76-1002  et  al.,  4th  Clr. 

••Request  for  Elimination  of  the  Beep 
Tone,  released  February  24.  1976  (FCC  76-9). 
A  Petition  for  Reoonslderatlon  of  that  deci¬ 
sion  has  been  filed  by  CCL.  Since  the  Issues 
raised  therein  are  at  Issue  here,  however,  it 
Is  rendered  moot  and  Is  hereby  dismissed. 


in  the  policy  of  giving  the  utmost  protec¬ 
tion  to  privacy  in  telephone  conversation, 
our  efforts  toward  implementing  and  en¬ 
forcing  that  policy  need  new  scrutiny. 
This  is  particularly  true  in  light  of  the 
great  technological  and  regulatory 
changes  which  have  occurred  since  the 
termination  of  Docket  No.  6787.  Included 
among  the  Issues  and  subissues  to  be 
considered  are  the  definition  of  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  privacy  interest  to  be  pro¬ 
tected;  whether  the  beep  tone  require¬ 
ment  is  enforceable;  whether  the  rule  In¬ 
duces  a  false  sense  of  security  in  the  tele¬ 
phone-using  public ;  whether  the  methods 
of  enforcement  currently  used  are  ade¬ 
quate  or  whether  new  or  additional 
methods  of  enforcement  are  needed  and, 
if  so,  the  methods  to  be  employed; 
whether  current  penalities  for  violation 
of  the  rule  are  adequate;  whether  some 
warning  technique  other  than  or  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  beep  tone  should  be  used  to 
protect  privacy ;  whether  the  use  of 
acoustic  and/or  inductive  recorders 
should  be  permitted;  and  whether  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  the  beep  tone  requirement 
should  be  granted  in  addition  to  those 
enumerated  above. 

4.  Accordingly,  ft  is  ordered.  That,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  sections  2(a), 
4(1),  201(b),  205,  303  (r)  and  403  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  47  U.S.C.  152(a),  154(1),  154 
(j),  201(b),  205,  303 (r)  and  403,  an  in¬ 
quiry  is  hereby  instituted  into  the  need 
for  supplementation  or  modification  of 
this  Commission’s  policies  concerning  the 
use  of  an  automatic  tone  warning  device 
when  recording  two-way  telephone  con¬ 
versations  using  Interstate  or  foreign 
MTS  or  WATS  service  or  facilities. 

5.  It  is  farther  ordered,  That,  interested 
persons  may  file  comments  on  or  before 
July  28,  1976  and  reply  comments  on  or 
before  August  17,  1970.  We  particularly 
encourage  the  Committee  on  the  Right  of 
Privacy  of  the  Executive  Office’s  Domes¬ 
tic  Council  to  actively  participate  in  this 
proceeding.  In  reachng  its  decsion  in  this 
matter  the  Commission  may  consider  any 
other  relevant  Information  before  it  in 
addition  to  the  comments  filed  pursuant 
to  this  notice.  In  accordance  with  8  1.419 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  47  CFR  1.419, 
an  original  and  11  copies  of  all  com¬ 
ments.  replies,  pleadings,  briefs  and  other 
documents  filed  shall  be  furnished  to  the 
Commission.  Responses  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  during  regular  business  hours 
in  the  Commission’s  Public  Reference 
Room  at  its  headquarters  at  1919  M 
Street.  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  June  9, 1976. 

Released:  June  24, 1976. 

Fedbral  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

|FB  Doc.76-18890  Filed  6-23-76;  8: 46  am] 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 

[Docket  OFU-047,  Edge  Moor  Powerplant 
No.  4;  Intention  to  Modify  Order] 

ENERGY  SUPPLY  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL 
COORDINATION  ACT  OF  1974 

Extension  of  Time  for  Public  Comment 

On  May  25,  1976,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  (FEA)  issued  a  Notice  of 
Intention  to  Modify  Order,  which  pro¬ 
vided  that  any  written  comments  there¬ 
on  be  submitted  to  FEA  within  10  days 
of  publication  of  the  Notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (publication  date  was  June 
1,  1976,  41  FR  22132).  FEA  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  period  for  public  com¬ 
ment  should  be  extended,  and  hereby  an¬ 
nounces  that  all  comments  received  by 
4:30  p.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  June  30,  1976  will  be 
considered  in  its  determinations  with  re¬ 
spect  to  issuance  of  the  order.  In  all  other 
respeots,  the  May  25  Notice  remains  the 
same. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  22. 
1976. 

Michael  F.  Butler, 
General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

(PR  Doc.76-18580  Piled  6-23-76;9:27  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY 
Agenda 

Meeting  of  the  Conservation-Techni¬ 
cal  Advisory  Task  Force-Efficiency  in 
Use  of  Qas,  Conference  Room  5200,  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  Union  Plaza 
Building,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  July  8,  1976, 
9:30  a.m.  Presiding:  Mr.  James  R.  Kirby, 
Coordinating  Representative  and  Secre¬ 
tary.  Federal  Power  Commission. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Introductory  Re¬ 
marks — Mr.  James  R.  Kirby. 

2.  Discussion  of  Task  Force  Progress 
to  Date — Mr.  James  Woodruff  and  Mr. 
John  A.  Irwin. 

3.  Finalize  Draft  Report  for  Circula¬ 
tion  Outside  Task  Force. 

4.  Confirmation  of  Next  Meeting  Date. 

5.  Discussion  of  Other  Matters. 

6.  Adjournment — Mr.  James  Kirby. 
This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  Any 

Interested  person  may  attend,  appear  be¬ 
fore,  or  file  statements  with  the  Com¬ 
mittee — which  statements,  if  in  written 
form,  may  be  filed  before  or  after  the 
meeting,  or  if  oral,  at  the  time  and  in 
the  manner  permitted  by  the  Committee. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-18581  Filed  6  23-76;  10: 08  am] 

[H.  2.  1976  No.  28] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

ACTIONS  OF  THE  BOARD 

Applications  and  Reports  Received  During 
the  Week  Ending  June  5, 1976 

Actions  op  the  Board 

Report  on  blU,  S.  2304.  letters  to  Congres¬ 
sional  Committees  In  response  to  request 
for  Board's  views  regarding  proposals  to 
modify  S.  2304,  the  “penalties  bill". 


NOTICES 


Notice  of  Adoption  of  Revised  Form,  FR  Form 
U— 1,  “Statement  of  Purpose  of  Stock- 
Secured  Extension  of  Credit  by  a  Bank,** 
effective  September  1,  1976. 

Letter  to  Senator  Jesse  Helms  In  response 
to  request  for  the  Board's  views  on  a  paper 
by  Professor  Gerald  Dunne  on  gold  clause 
contracts. 

Lamasco  Bank,  Evansville,  Indiana,  pro¬ 
posed  merger  with  The  Citizens  National 
Bank  of  Evansville.  Evansville,  Indiana; 
report  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
on  competitive  factors. 

Termination  of  Registration  under  Regula¬ 
tion  O  tor  Agricultural  Production  Credit 
Association,  Harlan,  Iowa.1 

First  Marine  Bank,  Inc.,  Riviera  Beach,  Flor¬ 
ida,  extension  of  time  to  September  29, 
1976,  within  which  to  acquire  First  Marine 
Bank  of  Boca  Raton,  Boca  Raton,  Florida, 
and  First  Marine  National  Bank,  Palm 
Springs,  Florida.1 

Melcap,  Incorporated,  Melrose  Park,  Illinois, 
extension  of  time  to  July  3,  1976,  within 
which  to  become  a  bank  holding  company 
through  the  acquisition  of  Melrore  Park 
National  Bank,  Melrose  Park,  Illinois.1 

SYB  Corporation,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma, 
extension  of  time  to  July  7,  1976,  within 
which  to  consummate  acquisition  of  the 
Stock  Yards  Bank,  Oklahoma  City,  Ok¬ 
lahoma.1 

Traer  Shares,  Incorporated,  Traer,  Iowa,  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  to  October  7,  1976,  within 
which  to  become  a  bank  holding  company 
through  the  acquisition  of  80  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Farmers  Savings  Bank, 
Traer,  Iowa.1 

Not*. — The  H.  2  release  Is  now  published 

In  the  Federal  Register.  It  will  continue  to 

be  sent,  upon  request,  to  anyone  desiring 

a  copy. 

international  investments  and  other  ac¬ 
tions  APPROVED  PURSUANT  TO  SECTIONS  25 
AND  as  (a>  OP  THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  ACT 
AND  SECTIONS  4(0  (•)  AND  4(0  (13)  OP  THE 
BANK  HOLDING  COMPANT  ACT  OP  1956,  AS 
AMENDED 

Boston  Overseas  Financial  Corporation,  Bos¬ 
ton,  Massachusetts:  to  continue  to  hold 
the  shares  of  Servlclos  Comerclales  e  In¬ 
dus  triales,  Guatemala  City,  Guatemala, 
after  the  latter  Issues  debt  obligations. 

International  Bank  of  Detroit,  Detroit,  Mich¬ 
igan;  Investment — additional  In  Guaranty 
Trust  Company  of  Canada,  Toronto,  Can¬ 
ada,  to  maintain  its  current  10  per  cent 
Interest.  , 

•  •  •  •  • 

TO  FORM  A  BANK  HOLDING  COMPANT  PURSUANT 
TO  SECTION  3(a)  (1)  OP  THE  BANK  HOLDING 
COMPANY  ACT  OP  1956 

APPROVED 

Commercial  Bankshares  Corp.,  Adrian,  Mich¬ 
igan;  Investment — additional  In  Guaranty 
of  the  voting  shares  of  the  successor  by 
consolidation  to  The  Commercial  Savings 
Bank,  Adrian,  Michigan.1 

First  Altus  Bancorp.,  Inc.,  Altus,  Oklahoma, 
for  approval  to  acquire  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  The  First  National 
Bank  in  Altus,  Altus,  Oklahoma.1  - 

Rossi  ter  and  Matney  Insurance  Agency,  Inc., 
Wal thill,  Nebraska,  for  approval  to  acquire 
93.2  per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares 
of  The  First  National  Bank  of  Walthlll, 
Wal  thill,  Nebraska. 


1  Application  processed  on  behalf  of  the 
Board  of  Governors  under  delegated  author¬ 
ity. 

1  Application  processed  by  the  Reserve  Bank 
on  behalf  of  the  Board  of  Governors  under 
delegated  authority. 


WITHDRAWN 

Maryville  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri,  for  approval  to  acquire  94  per  oent 
or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Citizens 
State  Bank  of  Maryville,  Missouri,  Mary¬ 
ville,  Missouri. 

TO  EXPAND  A  BANK  HOLDING  COMPANT  PURSUANT 
TO  SECTION  4(C)(8)  OP  THE  BANK  HOLDING 
COMPANY  ACT  OF  1956 
APPROVED 

Rossiter  and  Matney  Insuranoe  Agency,  Inc., 
Walthlll,  Nebraska,  for  permission  to  retain 
Its  general  Insurance  agency  activities 
which  presently  are  conducted  upon  the 
premises  of  The  First  National  Bank  of 
Walthlll,  Walthlll,  Nebraska,  In  a  commu¬ 
nity  that  has  a  population  not  exceeding 
5,000  people. 

PERMITTED 

F.N.B.  Corporation,  Sharon,  Pennsylvania, 
notification  of  Intent  to  relocate  de  novo 
activities  (consumer  lending  including  the 
making  of  loans  to  individuals  and  the 
purchasing  of  Installment  sale  contracts) 
from  3702  Lee  Road,  Shaker  Heights,  Ohio 
to  5236  Warrensville  Center  Road,  Maple 
Heights,  Ohio,  through  Its  wholly-owned 
subsidiary.  Citizens  Budget  Co.,  Youngs¬ 
town.  Ohio  (6/5/76)  * 

Dominion  Bankshares  Corporation,  Roanoke, 
Virginia,  notification  of  Intent  to  relocate 
de  novo  activities  (mortgage  banking 
activities  by  originating  residential,  com¬ 
mercial,  and  industrial  mortgage  loans  for 
its  own  account  but  principally  for  sale  to 
others,  servicing  such  loans  for  others;  and 
writing  credit  life,  credit  accident  and 
health  and  mortgage  redemption  Insurance 
In  connection  with  such  mortgage  loans) 
from  The  Coliseum  Mall  Shopping  Center, 
1800  West  Mercury  Boulevard,  Hampton. 
Virginia  to  11009  Warwick  Boulevard,  Suite 
212.  Newport  News,  Virginia,  through  Its 
subsidiary.  Metropolitan  Mortgage  Fund, 
Inc.  (6/3/76)  * 

Union  Trust  Bancorp,  Baltimore,  Maryland, 
notification  of  Intent  to  engage  in  de  novo 
activities  (making  Installment  loans  to  In¬ 
dividuals  for  personal,  family,  or  house¬ 
hold  purposes,  purchasing  sales  finalise 
contracts  executed  In  connection  with  the 
sale  of  personal,  family,  or  household  goods 
or  services,  making  second  mortgage  loans 
secured  in  whole  or  part  by  mortgage  er 
other  lien  on  real  estate;  acting  as  agent 
In  the  sale  of  credit  life  and  credit  accident 
and  health  Insurance  directly  related  to  Ms 
extensions  of  credit;  acting  as  agent  In  the 
sale  of  Insurance  protecting  collateral  held 
against  Its  extensions  of  credit;  and  acting 
as  agent  In  the  sale  of  single-premium 
payment  accidental  death  Insurance  sold 
as  a  convenience  to  borrowers  at  the  time 
credit  Is  extended  where  premium  Income 
from  such  sales  does  not  constitute  a 
significant  portion  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  System's  total  premium  Income) 
at  209  South  Main  Street,  Lexington,  North 
Carolina,  through  two  subsidiaries.  Land¬ 
mark  Finance  Corporation  of  North 
Carolina  and  Landmark  Mortgage  Corpora¬ 
tion  (wholly-owned  subsidiaries  of  Land¬ 
mark  Financial  Services.  Inc.)  (6/5/70>* 
American  Bancorporatlon,  Inc.,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri,  notification  of  Intent  to  engage 
In  de  novo  activities  (making  or  acquiring, 
for  Its  own  account  or  for  the  account  *f 
others,  loans  and  other  extensions  of  credit 
Including  Issuing  letters  of  credit  and  ac¬ 
cepting  drafts  such  as  would  be  made,  for 
example,  by  a  finance  company)  at  9980 
Holmes  Road,  Kansas  City,  Missouri, 
through  a  subsidiary,  American  Finance 
Company  of  Kansas  City,  Inc.  (6/2/76)  • 

*  4(c)  (8)  and  4(c)  (12)  notifications  pro¬ 
cessed  by  Reserve  Bank  on  behalf  of  the 
Board  of  Governors  under  delegated  author¬ 
ity. 
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D.  H.  Baldwin  Company,  Cincinnati.  Ohio, 
notification  of  Intent  to  engage  In  de  novo 
activities  (leasing  real  property  or  acting 
as  agent,  broker,  or  adviser  In  leasing  such 
property  provided  that  any  such  lease  Is 
made  on  a  full -payout  basis  over  a  period 
not  to  exceed  40  years,  that  the  leased  prop¬ 
erty  is  acquired  (or  was  earlier  acquired) 
specifically  for  the  lease  transaction,  that 
the  lease  Is  not  operating  and  that  all  In¬ 
terests  of  lessor  In  the  leased  property  Is 
terminated  within  60  years  from  the  date 
of  acquisition)  at  1801  Ollbert  Avenue, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  through  a  subsidiary,  The 
Baldwin  Company  (6/4/78)  * 

First  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Corsicana,  Texas,  notifi¬ 
cation  of  intent  to  engage  In  de  novo 
activities  (establish  a  mortgage  loan  busi¬ 
ness;  making  or  acquiring,  for  Its  own  ac¬ 
count  or  for  the  account  of  others,  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit  upon  real 
estate  and  to  provide  servicing,  warehous¬ 
ing,  origination,  and  marketing  or  mort¬ 
gages)  at  4660  Beltline  Road,  Addison, 
Texas,  through  a  subsidiary,  Old  Reliable 
Mortgage  Co.  (6/1/76)  • 

U.3.  Bancorp,  Portland,  Oregon,  notification 
of  intent  to  engage  In  de  novo  activities 
(acting  as  insurance  agent  with  regard  to 
the  following:  Insurance  which  is  sold  as 
a  matter  of  convenience  to  purchaser)  at 
309  8.W.  Sixth  Avenue,  Portland,  Oregon, 
through  Its  subsidiary,  Mt.  Hood  Credit 
Life  Insurance  Agency,  Inc.  (6/3/76)* 

WITHDRAWN 

Peoples  Credit  Co.,  Kansas  City,  Missouri, 
notification  of  Intent  to  engage  In  de  novo 
activities  (making  and  servicing  consumer 
loans  such  as  mads  by  a  finance  company) 
cm  the  premises  of  The  Metropolitan  Bank, 
3400  East  Red  Bridge  Road,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  (0/18/76)* 

Applications  Received 

TO  ESTABLISH  A  DOUHSTIC  BRANCH  PURSUANT  TO 
SBCTION  9  OF  THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  ACT 

The  Union  Commerce  Bank,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 
Branch  to  be  established  In  the  Great 
Northern  Shopping  Center,  0281  Great 
Northern  Boulevard,  North  Olmstead,  Cuy¬ 
ahoga  City. 

Mountain  Empire  Bank,  Johnson  City,  Ten¬ 
nessee.  Branch  to  be  established  at  1006 
Bouth  Roan  Street,  Johnson  City,  to  be 
known  as  South  Roan  Street  Branch. 

Seattle  Trust  &  Savings  Bank,  Seattle,  Wash¬ 
ington.  Branch  to  be  established  In  the 
vicinity  of  the  Intersection  of  NJB.  86th 
and  124th  NR.,  East  of  Kirkland  In  an  un¬ 
incorporated  area  of  King  County. 

•  *  •  •  • 

TO  PORM  A  BANK  HOLDING  COM  PANT  FTTRSTJANT 
TO  SECTION  3(A)  (I)  OP  THE  BANK  HOLDING 
COMPANY  ACT  OP  19S8 

Monona  Bancorporatlon,  Blencoe,  Iowa,  for 
approval  to  acquire  90  per  cent  or  more  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Blencoe  State  Bank, 
Blencoe,  Iowa. 

ONB  Corporation,  Owensboro,  Kentucky,  for 
approval  to  acquire  82  percent  of  the  voting 
shares  of  The  Owensboro  National  Bank, 
Owensboro,  Kentucky. 

American  Bancs  hares  of  Mankato.  Inc.,  Man¬ 
kato,  Minnesota,  for  approval  to  acquire  82 
per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  American 
State  Bank  of  Mankato  (Incorporated), 
Mankato.  Minnesota. 

Trinity  Capital  Corporation,  Los  Alamos,  New 
Mexico,  for  approval  to  acquire  80  per  cent 


or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Los  Alamos 
National  Bank,  Los  Alamos,  New  Mexico. 

TO  EXPAND  A  BANK  HOLDING  COMPANY  PURSU¬ 
ANT  TO  SBCTION  3  (a)  (3)  OF  THE  BANK  HOLD¬ 
ING  COMPANY  ACT  OF  1980 

Exchange  Bancorporatlon,  Inc.,  Tampa,  Flori¬ 
da,  for  approval  to  acquire  80  per  oent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Security  National 
Bank,  Lee  County  (P.O.  Fort  Myers) ,  Flor¬ 
ida. 

Republic  of  Texas  Corporation,  Dallas,  Texas, 
for  approval  to  acquire  100  per  cent  of  the 
voting  shares  (less  directors’  qualifying 
shares)  of  First  National  Bank  In  Brown- 
wood,  Brown  wood,  Texas. 

•  •  •  •  • 

TO  EXPAND  A  BANK  HOLDING  COMPANY  PURSU¬ 
ANT  TO  SECTION  4(c)  (8)  OF  THE  BANK  HOLD¬ 
ING  COMPANY  ACT  OF  1956 

Industrial  National  Corporation,  Providence, 
Rhode  Island,  notification  of  Intent  to  en¬ 
gage  In  de  novo  activities  (origination  and 
sale  of  residential  mortgages  and  servicing 
of  residential  mortgage  loans)  at  3100 
South  University  Boulevard,  Jacksonville, 
Florida,  through  a  subsidiary,  Mortgage 
Associates,  Inc.  (6/1/76)* 

First  Bank  System,  Inc.,  Minneapolis,  Min¬ 
nesota,  notification  of  Intent  to  relocate 
de  novo  activities  (consumer  finance  and 
credit  related  Insurance  agency  activities) 
from  1808  South  Main  Street,  Broken  Ar¬ 
row,  Oklahoma  to  2184  South  Garnett 
Road,  Tulsa.  Oklahoma,  through  a  sub¬ 
sidiary,  FBS  Financial  of  Oklahoma.  Inc.,  a 
subsidiary  of  FBS  Financial,  Inc.  (6/2/78)* 

footnotes  on  next  folio _ 

Fort  8am  Houston  Bank  Shares,  Incorporated, 
San  Antonio,  Texas,  for  approval  to  acquire 
the  shares  of  Greenwood  Life  Insurance 
Company,  San  Antonio,  Texas,  (acting  as 
underwriter  for  credit  life  insurance  and 
credit  accident  and  health  Insurance  which 
Is  directly  related  to  extensions  of  credit 
by  the  bank  bolding  company  system) 
Security  Pacific  Corporation,  Loe  Angeles, 
California,  notification  of  Intent  to  engage 
In  de  novo  activities  (making  or  acquiring, 
for  Its  own  account  or  for  the  account  of 
others,  loans  and  other  extensions  of  credit 
in  connection  with  the  financing  of  per¬ 
sonal  property  and  equipment  and  real 
property;  and  the  leasing  of  such  real 
property  or  the  acting  as  agent,  broker, 
or  adviser  In  the  leasing  and/or  financing 
of  such  property  provided  the  lease  Is  to 
serve  as  the  functional  equivalent  of  an 
extension  of  credit  to  the  lessee  of  the 
property,  the  property  to  be  leased  Is  ac¬ 
quired  specifically  for  the  leasing  transac¬ 
tion  under  consideration  or  was  acquired 
specifically  for  an  earlier  leasing  transac¬ 
tion.  the  lease  Is  on  a  non-operating  basis 
and  where  at  the  inception  of  the  Initial 
lease  the  effect  of  the  transaction  (and, 
with  respect  to  governmental  entities  only, 
reasonably  anticipated  future  transac¬ 
tions)  will  yield  a  return  that  will  com¬ 
pensate  the  lessor  for  not  less  than  the 
lessor's  full  Investment  In  the  property 
plus  the  estimated  total  cost  of  financing 
the  property  over  the  term  of  the  lease, 
the  servicing  of  such  financings  and/or 
leases  of  real  or  personal  property)  at  One 
Hundred  Oceangate,  Long  Beach,  Califor¬ 
nia,  through  Its  subsidiary.  Security  Pacific 
Leasing  Corporation  (ft/26/76)* 

Correction: 

UJ3.  Bancorp,  Portland,  Oregon,  notification 
of  Intent  to  engage  In  de  novo  activities 


(acting  as  Insurance  agent  with  regard  to 
the  following:  Insurance  which  Is  sold  as 
a  matter  of  convenience  to  purchaser)  at 
309  S.W.  Sixth  Street.  Portland.  Oregon, 
through  Its  subsidiary,  Mt.  Hood  Credit 
Life  Insurance  Agency.  Inc.  (8/21/76)  This 
activity  will  be  engaged  In  throughout  the 
State  or  Oregon  (except  for  the  Portland 
Market)* 

TO  EXPAND  A  BANK  HOLDING  COMPANY  PURSU¬ 
ANT  TO  SECTION  4^C)  ( 13)  OF  THE  BANK  HOLD¬ 
ING  COMPANY  ACT  OF  19S6 

Sterling  Precision  Corporation,  West  Palm 
Beach,  Florida,  notification  of  Intent  to 
acquire  the  outstanding  stock  of  AEL  En¬ 
terprises,  Inc.,  Fort  Myers,  Florida,  an  au¬ 
tomotive  replacement  parts  distributor 
(6/2/76)* 

REPORTS  RECEIVED 

None. 

Petitions  for  Rulemaking 

None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  June  17, 1976. 

J.  P.  Garbarini, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Deo.7«~18361  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


AMERICAN  AFFILIATES,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Retention  and 
Acquisition  of  Bank  Shares 

American  Affiliates,  Inc.,  South  Bend, 
Indiana,  a  bank  holding  company  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the 
Act  <13  U.8.C.  1842(a)  (3))  to  retain  3.83 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  American 
National  Bank  and  Trust  Company  of 
South  Bend,  South  Bend,  Indiana 
(“Bank”)  and  to  acquire  an  additional 
3.74  percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Bank. 

Notice  of  the  applications,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired,  and  the  Board  has 
considered  the  applications  and  all  com¬ 
ments  received  In  light  of  the  factors  set 
forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant  acquired  42.5  percent  of  the 
shares  of  Bank  in  March  of  1966.  After 
January  1,  1971,  Applicant  acquired  an 
additional  3.83  percent  of  Bank’s  shares 
without  prior  Board  approval.'  Applicant 
now  proposes  to  retain  those  shares,  as 
well  as  acquire  an  additional  3.74  percent 


*  In  accord  with  the  Board’s  position  with 
respect  to  violations  of  the  Act,  the  Board 
has  scrutinized  the  underlying  facts  sur¬ 
rounding  the  acquisitions  of  Bank’s  shares 
without  prior  Board  approval.  Upon  an  exam¬ 
ination  of  all  the  facts  of  record,  the  Board 
does  not  believe  that  those  facts  call  for 
denial  of  the  application  to  retain  Bank’s 
shares. 
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of  Bank’s  shares.  Upon  consummation 
of  the  subject  proposal.  Applicant  would 
control  slightly  more  than  50  percent  of 
Bank’s  total  outstanding  shares.  The  sub¬ 
ject  applications  are  part  of  a  series  of 
steps  that  Applicant  proposes  to  take  In 
order  to  acquire  control  of  all  of  the 
shares  of  Bank.  With  Bank  as  its  sole 
subsidiary,  Applicant  is  the  38th  largest 
banking  organization  in  Indiana  with  0.5 
percent  of  the  total  deposits  in  com¬ 
mercial  banks  in  the  State. 

The  Board  cautions,  however,  that  all  bank 
holding  companies  have  an  obligation  not 
only  to  conform  their  conduct  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Act.  but  also  to  take  steps  to 
Inform  themselves  of  their  obligations  under 
the  Act.  As  It  has  stated  on  previous  occa¬ 
sions,  the  Board  will  continue  to  fulfill  Its 
responsibilities  to  refer  any  apparently  wlU- 
ful  violation  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
for  possible  criminal  prosecution.  Further,  In 
the  Board's  consideration  of  applications  for 
permission  to  retain  Illegally  acquired  shares 
or  activities,  the  circumstances  surrounding 
a  violation  may  reflect  so  adversely  on  the 
managerial  factors  as  to  constitute  grounds 
for  denial  of  such  an  application.  In  appro¬ 
priate  cases,  the  Board  may  also  Initiate 
cease-and-desist  proceedings  under  the  Fi¬ 
nancial  Institutions  Supervisory  Act. 

Bank  holds  deposits  of  approximately 
$82.4  million,*  representing  9.9  percent 
of  total  deposits  in  commercial  banks  in 
the  South  Bend  banking  market,*  and 
thereby,  ranks  as  the  fourth  largest  of 
ten  banks  operating  in  the  market.  Since. 
Applicant  already  controls  the  policies  of 
Bank,  it  does  not  appear,  from  the  facts 
of  record,  that  either  the  retention  of 
Bank  shares  or  the  acquisition  of  addi¬ 
tional  Bank  shares  by  Applicant  would 
have  any  adverse  effect  on  existing  or 
potential  competition,  increase  the  con¬ 
centration  of  banking  resources,  or  have 
an  adverse  effect  on  other  banks  in  any 
relevant  area.  Thus,  the  competitive  con¬ 
siderations  are  consistent  with  approval 
of  the  application. 

Applicant  has  committed  to  inject  at 
least  $1,250,000  into  Bank  upon  receiving 
the  regulatory  approvals  necessary  for 
Its  plan  to  acquire  control  of  all  of  the 
shares  of  Bank  or  within  one  year  of  the 
date  of  the  Order  approving  the  subject 
applications,  whichever  occurs  first.  In 
view  of  this  commitment,  the  financial 
condition,  managerial  resources  and  fu¬ 
ture  prospects  of  Applicant  and  Bank 
are  considered  to  be  consistent  with  ap¬ 
proval.  Although  Applicant  proposes  no 
significant  changes  in  the  operations  or 
services  of  Bank  as  a  part  of  this  pro¬ 
posal,  considerations  relating  to  the  con-' 
venience  and  needs  of  the  residents  of 
the  community  to  be  served  are  also  con¬ 
sistent  with  approval  of  the  applications. 
It  is  the  Board’s  judgment  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  retention  and  acquisition  of  shares 
of  Bank  by  Applicant  would  be  in  the 
public  interest  and  that  the  applications 
should  be  approved. 


■All  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1975. 
•The  relevant  geographic  market  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  analyzing  the  competitive  effects  of 
the  subject  proposal  Is  approximated  by  St. 
Joseph  County,  Indiana. 


On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cations  are  approved  for  the  reasons 
summarized  above.  Hie  transaction  to 
acquire  additional  shares  of  Bank  shall 
not  be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth 
calendar  day  following  the  effective  date 
of  this  Order  or  (b)  later  than  three 
months  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order,  unless  such  period  is  extended 
for  good  cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago  pur¬ 
suant  to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,4 
effective  June  18, 1976. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doe  76-18351  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


AMERICAN  BANCSHARES  OF  MANKATO, 
INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

American  Bancshares  of  Mankato, 
Inc.,  Mankato,  Minnesota,  has  applied 
for  the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become 
a  bank  holding  company  through  ac¬ 
quisition  of  82  percent  of  the  voting 
shares  of  American  State  Bank  of 
Mankato,  Inc.,  Mankato,  Minnesota.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (11  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Minne¬ 
apolis.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
in  writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  7,  1976. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  June  15, 1976. 

J.  P.  Garbarini, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

|  HR  Doc  76-18352  Filed  6-23-76;  8: 45  am| 


BANCO  DE  SANTANDER.  S.A. 

COMMUNITY  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Banco  de  Santander,  S.A.,  Santander, 
Spain,  has  applied  for  the  Board's  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a) 
(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding  company 
through  acquisition  of  67  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  of  Puerto  Rico,  Hato  Rey, 
Puerto  Rico.  The  factors  that  are  con¬ 
sidered  in  acting  on  the  application  are 
set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 


‘Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Bums 
and  Governors  Walllch,  Coldwell,  Jackson, 
Partee  and  LUly.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Governor  Gardner 


York.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be  received  no 
later  than  July  2, 1976. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  June  18,  1976. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc .76- 18353  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


COMMUNITY  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Community  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Forest 
Green,  Missouri,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  through  acquisition  of 
80  per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares 
of  The  Merchants  and  Farmers  Bank  of 
Salisbury,  Salisbury,  Missouri.  The  fac¬ 
tors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ). 

Community  Bancshares,  Inc.  has  also 
applied,  pursuant  to  section  4(c)  (8)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and  5  225.4(b)(2)  of 
the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR  225.4 
(b)(2)),  for  permission  to  acquire  the 
assets  of  Miller  Associates,  Forest  Green, 
Missouri,  and  thereby  engage  in  the  sale 
of  credit-related  insurance  in  connection 
with  extensions  of  credit  by  Applicant’s 
proposed  subsidiary  bank.  Notice  of  the 
application  was  published  on  May  6,  1976 
in  the  Salisbury  Press-Spectator,  a  news¬ 
paper  circulated  in  Salisbury,  Missouri. 

Applicant  states  that  it  would  engage 
in  the  sale  of  credit  related  insurance  in 
connection  with  extensions  of  credit  by 
Applicant’s  proposed  subsidiary  bank. 
Such  activities  have  been  specified  by  the 
Board  in  §  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as 
permissible  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the  proce¬ 
dures  of  5  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse  ef¬ 
fects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of  re¬ 
sources,  decreased  or  unfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound  bank¬ 
ing  practices."  Any  request  for  a  hearing 
on  this  question  should  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  summarizing  the  evi¬ 
dence  the  person  requesting  the  hearing 
proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit  at  the 
hearing  and  a  statement  of  the  reasons 
why  this  matter  should  not  be  resolved 
without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  a* 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City. 
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Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
July  20,  1978. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  June  18, 1976. 

J.  P.  Garbarini, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-18354  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


EXCHANGE  BANCORPORATION 
Acquisition  of  Bank  ' 

Exchange  Bancorporation,  Tampa, 
Florida,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 
(a)(3))  to  acquire  80  percent  or  more 
of  the  voting  shares  of  Security  National 
Bank,  Fort  Myers,  Florida.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the  ap¬ 
plication  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ) . 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20051,  to  be  received  not 
later  than  July  15,  1976. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  June  15,  1976. 

J.  P.  Garbarini, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-18365  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am) 


FLORIDA  BANKSHARES,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Florida  Bankshares,  Inc.,  Hollywood, 
Florida,  a  bank  holding  company  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  23.8 
per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  of  Sebring,  Sebring,  Florida 
(“Bank”). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views,  has  been 
given  in  accordance  with  Section  3(b)  of 
the  Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments 
and  views  has  expired  and  the  applica¬ 
tion  and  all  comments  received  have 
been  considered  in  light  of  the  factors  set 
forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant,  the  25th  largest  banking 
organization  in  Florida,  controls  five 
banks,  with  deposits  of  approximately 
$131.2  million,  representing  approxi¬ 
mately  .5  per  cent  of  total  deposits 
In  commercial  banks  in  the  State.1 


1  All  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1975. 


Acquisition  of  Bank,  the  third  largest  of 
seven  banking  organizations  in  the  Se¬ 
bring  banking  market,*  with  deposits  of 
$28.8  million,  or  16.1  per  cent  of  the  de¬ 
posits  in  the  market  area,  would  not  re¬ 
sult  in  a  significant  increase  in  the  con¬ 
centration  of  banking  resources  in 
Florida. 

Applicant’s  acquisition  of  Bank  would 
provide  Applicant  with  its  initial  entry 
into  the  Sebring  banking  market.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  banking  subsidiary  nearest  the 
the  Sebring  banking  market  is  located  58 
miles  southeast  of  that  market.  No  sig¬ 
nificant  competition  exists  between 
Bank  and  any  of  Applicant’s  subsidiaries 
and  therefore,  consummation  of  the  in¬ 
stant  proposal  would  not  eliminate  any 
significant  amount  of  existing  competi¬ 
tion.  Although  Applicant  has  the  re¬ 
sources  to  enter  the  market  de  novo,  the 
probability  of  such  an  entry  is  considered 
slight  in  view  of  the  fact  that  population 
per  banking  office  and  income  per  bank¬ 
ing  office  ratios  are  substantially  lower 
in  the  relevant  market  than  for  the  State 
as  a  whole,  two  new  banks  having  en¬ 
tered  this  market  within  the  last  five 
years.  Accordingly,  it  does  not  appear 
that  consummation  of  the  proposal 
would  eliminate  the  likelihood  of  poten¬ 
tial  competition.  Competitive  considera¬ 
tions  are  consistent  with  approval  of  the 
application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  Appli¬ 
cant  and  its  subsidiaries  appear  to  be 
generally  satisfactory  and  it  is  believed 
that  Applicant’s  acquisition  of  Bank  will 
strengthen  the  financial  condition  and 
managerial  resources  of  Bank.  Conse¬ 
quently,  banking  factors  are  considered 
to  be  consistent  with  approval.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  influence*  over  Bank  should  im¬ 
prove  Bank’s  management  and  operating 
efficiency  and,  as  a  subsidiary  of  Appli¬ 
cant,  Bank  will  have  ready  access  to  loan 
participations  and  capital  through  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  larger  financial  organization. 
Accordingly,  considerations  relating  to 
the  convenience  and  needs  of  the  ’com- 
munity  to  be  served  are  consistent  with 


*The  Sebring  banking  market,  which  is 
the  relevant  market  within  which  to  assess 
the  competitive  effects  of  the  proposed  ac¬ 
quisition,  is  approximated  by  Highland 
County  and  the  communities  of  Waucbula 
in  Hardee  County  and  Frostproof  in  Polk 
County. 

*In  connection  with  its  consideration  of 
the  subject  proposal,  the  Board  has  by  letter 
of  today’s  date  notified  Applicant  that,  upon 
consummation  of  the  proposal,  the  Board  has 
determined,  on  the  basis  of  the  record,  that 
Applicant  would  be  capable  of  exercising  a 
“controlling  influence’’  over  the  management 
and  policies  of  Bank  within  the  meaning  of 
section  2(a)  (2)  (C)  of  the  Act.  Accordingly, 
upon  consummation  of  the  proposal,  Appli¬ 
cant  is  required  to  report  Bank  as  a  subsidi¬ 
ary  of  Applicant  and  to  comply  with  the 
applicable  provisions  of  federal  banking  law 
with  respect  to  such  subsidiary.  Applicant 
has  waived  the  requirement  of  notice  and  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  hearing  provided  in  the  stat¬ 
ute,  and  acknowledged  that,  upon  consum¬ 
mation,  it  will  control  Bank. 


approval.  It  is  the  Board’s  judgment  that 
the  proposed  acquisition  would  be  in  the 
public  interest  and  that  the  application 
should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 
be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calendar 
day  following  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order  or  (b)  later  than  three  months 
after  that  date,  unless  such  period  is  ex¬ 
tended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board,  or 
by  the  Federal  Reserve  ~~c.nk  of  Atlanta 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  June  16, 1976. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-18356  FUed  6-23-76:8:45  am) 


HARLAN  NATIONAL  CO. 

Order  Approving  Reconsideration 

Harlan  National  Company,  Harlan, 
Iowa,  has  requested  reconsideration  of 
the  Order  of  October  31,  1975  (40  FR 
52440) ,  whereby  the  Board  of  Governors 
denied  the  application  of  Harlan  Na¬ 
tional  Company,  pursuant  to  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)  (D),  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  through  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  98.2  per  cent  of  the  voting  shares 
of  The  Harlan  National  Bank,  Harlan, 
Iowa,  and  declared  moot  Harlan’s  appli¬ 
cation,  pursuant  to  section  4(c)  (8)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1843(c)  (8) ) ,  for  permission  to  ac¬ 
quire  all  of  the  voting  shares  of  Bank 
Insurance  Agency,  Harlan,  Iowa. 

The  request  for  reconsideration  is  filed 
pursuant  to  S  262.3(g)  (5)  of  the  Board’s 
rules  of  procedure,  which  provides  that 
the  Board  will  not  grant  any  request  for 
reconsideration  “unless  the  request  pre¬ 
sents  relevant  facts  that,  for  good  cause 
shown,  were  not  previously  presented  to 
the  Board,  or  unless  it  otherwise  appears 
to  the  Beard  that  reconsideration  would 
be  appropriate.”  The  Board  finds  that 
the  request  for  reconsideration  presents 
relevant  facts  or  issues  which  appear  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  public  interest  for  the 
Board  to  consider.  Accordingly,  the  re¬ 
quest  for  reconsideration  is  hereby  ap¬ 
proved. 

In  order  to  facilitate  such  considera¬ 
tion,  comments  and  views  regarding  the 
proposed  acquisition  may  be  filed  with 
the  Board  not  later  than  July  11,  1976. 
Communications  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  Washington, 
D.C.  20551.  The  application,  as  supple¬ 
mented  by  Applicant’s  request  for  recon¬ 
sideration,  may  be  inspected  at  the  offices 
of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 


*  Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Walllch,  Coldwell,  Jackson, 
Partee  and  Lilly.  Absent  and  not  voting :  Gov¬ 
ernor  Gardner. 
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By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors.1 
effective  June  11.  1976. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board . 

(FR  Doc.76-18357  Filed  6-23-76; 8:45  am] 


JAN-MAR  CORP. 

Proposed  Acquisition  of  The  First  National 
Agency 

Jan-Mar  Corporation,  Coleraine,  Min¬ 
nesota,  has  applied,  pursuant  to  Section 
4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4 
(b)(2)  of  the  Board's  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  225.4(b)  (2) ) ,  for  permission  to  re¬ 
tain  the  assets  and  continue  the  general 
insurance  agency  activities  of  The  First 
National  Agency,  Coleraine,  Minnesota. 
Notice  of  the  application  was  published 
on  May  27,  1976  in  the  Scenic  Range 
News,  a  newspaper  circulated  in  Coler¬ 
aine,  Minnesota. 

Applicant  states  that  it  would  con¬ 
tinue  to  engage  in  the  activities  of  a  gen¬ 
eral  insurance  agency  in  a  community 
having  a  population  of  less  than  5,000 
persons.  Such  activities  have  been  speci¬ 
fied  by  the  Board  in  §  225.4(a)  of  Regu¬ 
lation  Y  as  permissible  for  bank  holding 
companies,  subject  to  Board  approval  of 
individual  proposals  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  "reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse  ef¬ 
fects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of  re¬ 
sources,  decreased  or  unfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound  bank¬ 
ing  practices."  Any  request  for  a  hearing 
on  this  question  should  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  summarizing  the  evidence 
the  person  requesting  the  hearing  pro¬ 
poses  to  submit  or  to  elicit  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  a  statement  of  the  reasons  why 
this  matter  should  not  be  resolved  with¬ 
out  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Minne¬ 
apolis. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary.  Board  of  Gover¬ 
nors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
July  20.  1976. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  June  18,  1976. 

J.  P.  Garbarini. 

Assistant  Secretary 
o/  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-18358  Filed  6-23-76; 8: 45  am] 


1  Voting  for  this  action:  Vice  Chairman 
Gardner  and  Governors  Cold  well.  Jackson, 
Partes  and  Lilly.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Chairman  Burns  and  Governor  WalUch. 


NOTICES 
ONB  CORP. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

ONB  Corporation,  Owensboro.  Ken¬ 
tucky,  has  applied  for  the  Board's  ap¬ 
proval  under  Section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  through  acquisition  of  82  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Owensboro  National  Bank,  Owensboro, 
Kentucky.  The  factors  that  are  consid¬ 
ered  in  acting  on  the  application  are  set 
forth  in  Section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  July  7,  1976. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  June  15,  1976. 

J.  P.  Garbarini, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board 

(FR  Doc.76-18359  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


PLATTE  VALLEY  BANCORP,  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Platte  Valley  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Brighton, 
Colorado,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  Section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  through  acquisition  of  80  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  both 
Platte  Valley  Bank  of  Weld  County, 
Frederick,  Colorado,  and  Platte  Valley 
Bank,  Brighton,  Colorado.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the  ap¬ 
plication  are  set  forth  in  Section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ). 

Platte  Valley  Bancorp.  Inc.,  Brighton, 
Colorado,  has  also  applied,  pursuant  to 
Section  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.8.C.  1843(c)  (8) )  and 
§  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation 
Y  (12  CFR  225.4(b)  (2) ),  for  permission 
to  continue  to  operate  the  Platte  Valley 
Insurance  Agency,  Frederick,  Colorado, 
currently  located  on  the  premises  of 
Platte  Valley  Bank  of  Weld  County. 
Frederick,  Colorado.  Notice  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  was  published  on  May  27,  1976, 
in  Farmer  and  Miner,  a  newspaper  cir¬ 
culated  in  the  Town  of  Frederick,  in  the 
County  of  Weld.  State  of  Colorado. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  sub¬ 
sidiary  would  continue  to  engage  in  the 
activities  of  a  general  insurance  agency 
selling  fire  and  casualty,  credit  life, 
health  and  accident  insurance,  in  a  com¬ 
munity  that  has  a  population  not  exceed¬ 
ing  5,000  people.  Such  activities  have 
been  specified  by  the  Board  in  §  225.4(a) 
of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies,  subject  to  Board  ap¬ 
proval  of  individual  proposals  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedures  of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 


public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  In¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse  ef¬ 
fects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of  re¬ 
sources,  decreased  or  unfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound  bank¬ 
ing  practices.’’  Any  request  for  a  hearing 
on  this  question  should  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  summarizing  the  evidence 
the  pereon,  requesting  the  hearing  pro¬ 
poses  to  submit  or  to  elicit  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  a  statement  of  the  reasons  why 
this  matter  should  not  be  resolved  with¬ 
out  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington.  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
July  12,  1976. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  June  17,  1976. 

J.  P.  Garbarini, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.76-18360  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  76-261 

ACCIDENT  REPORT;  ANNUAL  REPORT  TO 
CONGRESS;  SAFETY  RECOMMENDA¬ 
TIONS  AND  RESPONSES 

Availability  and  Receipt 

Railroad/ Highway  Accident  Report 
and  Related  Recommendations.  Investi¬ 
gation  of  the  collision  of  a  dump  truck 
with  a  high-speed  Amtrak  turbotrain  at 
El  wood,  Illinois,  last  November  19  has  re¬ 
sulted  in  report  No.  NTSB-RHR-76-2, 
released  by  the  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board  June  18.  The  collision  oc¬ 
curred  at  an  unprotected  grade  crossing 
which  had  limited  sight  clearance  be¬ 
tween  the  road  and  the  track.  Four  cars 
of  the  five-train  were  derailed  and  41 
persons  were  injured.  The  Safety  Board 
determined  that  the  probable  cause  of 
the  accident  was  the  failure  of  the  truck- 
driver  to  stop  his  vehicle  short  of  the 
track  until  it  was  safeTo  proceed.  Con¬ 
tributing  to  the  accident  was  the  inade¬ 
quate  sight  clearance  between  the  road 
and  the  track  on  the  approach  to  the 
crossing. 

As  a  result  of  its  Investigation  of  this 
accident,  the  Safety  Board  also  on  June 
18  issued  by  separate  letters  three  safety 
recommendations — two.  Nos.  H-76-21 
and  H-76-22,  to  the  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  one,  No.  R-76-23,  to 
the  Federal  Railroad  Administration. 
The  Board  recommended  that  FHA  (1) 
include  grade  crossing  design  and  safety 
procedures  in  the  FHA  guidebook  and 
training  course  for  highway/railroad  en¬ 
gineers  that  will  Insure  that  proposed 
active  grade  crossing  protection  devices 
are  operational  when  upgraded  or  newly 
constructed  streets  or  highways  are  ' 
opened;  and  (2)  help  all  States  In 
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prompt  and  comprehensive  reviews  of  all 
high-speed  passenger  train  corridors,  and 
in  scheduling  corridor  projects  to  insure 
that  each  grade  crossing  receives  appro¬ 
priate  safety  treatment.  The  Board  rec¬ 
ommended  that  FRA  require  coupler  as¬ 
sembly  improvements  on  the  French- 
manufactured  turbotrains  now  in  service 
to  minimize  the  possibility  of  uncoupling 
under  crash  conditions.  The  three  recom¬ 
mendations  are  designated  “Class  II’’  for 
priority  followup. 

Safety  Recommendation  Letters  Issued 

by  the  Board: 

Aviation.  The  Safety  Board  has  inves¬ 
tigated  the  July  11,  1974,  crash  of  a 
Beech  Model  D05A  into  Padilla  Bay  near 
Anacortes,  Washington.  The  accident  oc¬ 
curred  shortly  after  takeoff.  Investiga¬ 
tion  revealed  a  malfunction  within  the 
combustion  heater,  which  the  Board  be¬ 
lieves  warrants  corrective  action  in  order 
to  prevent  similar  accidents.  Accordingly, 
the  Board  recommends  that  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  (1)  amend  14 
CFR  23.859  to  incorporate  the  provisions 
set  forth  in  25.859(c)  combustion  air 
ducts,  paragraph  (1);  (2)  require  that 
the  ducts  for  both  combustion  air  and 
ventilating  air  which  are  in  close  prox¬ 
imity  to  a  combustion  heater  be  made  of 
fireproof  materials;  and  (3)  issue  a 
maintenance  bulletin  which  emphasizes 
the  Importance  of  a  preflight  inspection 
of  the  heater  combustion  air  inlet  hose 
and  plastic  ventilating  air  inlet  plenum 
on  Beech  Model  D95  aircraft  and  other 
Beech  Model  aircraft  heater  systems  so 
equipped.  Priority  followup  action  is  re¬ 
quested  for  these  recommendations,  Nos. 
A-76-82  through  A-76-84,  issued  June  17, 
1976. 

Pipeline.  The  rupture  of  an  8 -inch 
liquefied  petroleum  gas  pipeline  near 
Whitharral,  Texas,  last  February  26  has 
been  investigated  by  the  Safety  Board. 
More  than  5,400  barrels  of  the  escaping 
gas  vaporized,  formed  a  low-lying  cloud, 
and  ignited,  killing  five  occupants  of  two 
dwellings  in  the  area  of  the  accident.  In¬ 
vestigation  showed  that  the  longitudinal 
seam  of  the  pipe  had  split.  In  two  sep¬ 
arate  recommendation  letters  issued  June 
14,  the  Board  noted  that  Mid-American 
Pipe  Line  System  (MAPCO),  owner  of 
the  ruptured  pipeline,  has  sustained  a 
series  of  longitudinal  pipe  seam  failures 
during  the  past  8  years.  To  prevent  sim¬ 
ilar  accidents,  the  Board  recommends 
that  the  Department  of  Transportation 
(1)  review  all  pertinent  data  such  as  leak 
and  failure  reports  submitted  by  liquid 
pipeline  carriers  to  determine  whether 
longitudinal  weld  failures  constitute  a 
recurrent  safety  problem,  and  take  ap¬ 
propriate  regulatory  action  if  they  do; 
and  (2)  request  all  pipeline  companies 
which  have  installed  electric  resistance 
weld  (ERW)  pipe  manufactured  by  the 
Jones  and  Laughlln  Steel  Corporation  to 
review  their  records  on  longitudinal  seam 
failures  and  determine  whether  the  num¬ 
ber  of  such  failures  is  abnormally  high. 
After  review  of  these  data,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  should  take  necessary  corrective  ac¬ 
tion.  Priority  followup  is  asked  by  the 
first  of  these  recommendations,  No.  P- 


76-20;  the  second  recommendation.  No. 
P-76-21,  is  designated  “Class  I,”  urgent 
action  Indicated. 

The  second  Board  recommendation 
letter  concerning  this  pipeline  accident 
asked  that  MAPCO  (1)  examine  its  leak 
records  involving  pipe  seam  failures  to 
determine  whether  other  sections  of  its 
system  may  be  inadequate,  and  retest 
these  areas  hydrostatically;  (2)  retest 
hydrostatically  all  of  the  sections  which 
contain  ERW  pipe  manufactured  by  the 
Jones  and  Laughlln  Steel  Corporation 
and  which  are  near  schools,  hospitals, 
and  populated  areas;  (3)  use  internal 
pipeline  inspection  equipment  in  the  sec¬ 
tions  which  are  not  retested  hydrostati¬ 
cally  to  detect  any  longitudinal  pipe  seam 
defects;  and  (4)  reduce  the  pressure  in 
those  sections  where  seams  have  failed 
until  they  can  be  retested  or  inspected 
internally,  the  pressure  not  to  exceed 
1,155  psig.  These  four  recommendations. 
Nos.  P-76-22  through  P-76-25,  are  with 
the  exception  of  the  third,  marked  for 
urgent  followup;  the  third,  P-76-24,  is  to 
be  given  priority  handling. 

Annual  Report  to  Congress.  The  Safety 
Board’s  ninth  annual  report  to  Congress, 
covering  calendar  year  1975,  was  released 
June  17.  The  opening  chapter  reports 
initial  action  taken  by  the  Board  to  carry 
out  new  safety  mandates  of  the  Inde¬ 
pendent  Safety  Board  Act  of  1974.  Also 
reported  are  significant  safety  trends  in 
1975  transportation  accident  statistics — 
trends  which  were  downward  in  overall 
highway  fatalities,  motorcycling  deaths, 
and  fatalities  in  both  air  carrier  and 
general  aviation,  including  air  taxi  fly¬ 
ing.  Selected  aviation  accident  statistics 
for  an  11-year  period,  and  lists  of  1975 
catastrophic  aviation  and  surface  trans¬ 
portation  accidents,  are  contained  in  the 
appendix  of  the  report. 

Letters  in  Response  to  Safety  Board 
Recommendations.  During  the  past  week 
letters  were  received  at  the  Board  from 
the  following  addressees  of  earlier  rec¬ 
ommendations  ; 

Federal  Aviation  Administration.  Let¬ 
ter  of  June  7  concerns  recommendations 
A-76-29  and  A-76-30  relating  to  several 
fatal  general  aviation  accidents  which 
occurred  in  instrument  flight  rules  con¬ 
ditions  during  the  period  1969  to  1973. 
(See  41  FR  14020,  April  1,  1976.)  Re  A- 
76-29,  FAA  states  that  any  action  to  re¬ 
vise  14  CFR  91.33  to  require  separate 
power  sources  for  rate -of -turn  and  bank 
and  pitch  indicators  must  be  based  on 
(a)  the  number  of  single-power  source 
configured  aircraft  in  service,  (b)  the 
number  of  accidents  in  which  separate 
power  sources  might  have  prevented  the 
accidents,  and  (c)  analysis  of  any  po¬ 
tential  overall  safety  benefit  versus  the 
economic  impact  of  a  requirement  for 
retrofit.  FAA  is  undertaking  a  study  of 
these  factors,  including  an  analysis  of 
89  related  accident  reports;  decision  for 
action  will  be  based  on  the  findings  in 
this  study.  FAA  expects  the  study  to  be 
completed  in  September  1976.  Re  A-76- 
30,  FAA  proposes  to  review  Advisory  Cir¬ 
culars  61-27B,  91-26,  90-12A,  90-14A,  91- 
45,  and  91-43  in  order  to  prepare  a 


shorter  advisory  circular  to  Inform  pilots 
of  (a)  procedures  they  should  use  to  de¬ 
termine  the  operability  of  gyroscopic  in¬ 
struments,  (b)  the  Importance  of  instru¬ 
ment  crosschecks  during  IFR  flight,  and 
(c)  the  Importance  of  staying  proficient 
in  partial-panel  emergency  operation. 
FAA  will  also  support  this  recommenda¬ 
tion  through  its  Accident  Prevention 
Program.  FAA  anticipates  completing 
the  advisory  circular  in  December  1976. 

Another  FAA  letter  dated  June  7  dis¬ 
cusses  the  Safety  Board’s  report  No. 
NTSB-AAR-76-5  (41  FR  17974,  April  29, 
1976)  concerning  a  Cessna  41 1A  fatal 
accident  near  Wise,  Virginia,  January  12. 
1975.  FAA  states  that  its  response  to  rec¬ 
ommendations  A-76-17  through  A-76- 
19,  issued  as  a  result  of  that  accident, 
will  be  forthcoming. 

U.S.  Coast  Guard.  Letter  of  June  7  is 
in  response  to  a  Safety  Board  letter  of 
May  26  requesting  additional  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  recommendations  M-74- 
7  and  M-74-8  issued  by  the  Board  after 
investigation  of  the  foundering  of  the 
M/V  Maryland  in  Albermarle  Sound,  De¬ 
cember  18,  1971  (report  No.  U6CG/ 
NTSB-MAR-74-3) .  Coast  Guard  prom¬ 
ises  a  detailed  response  by  July  15. 

Coast  Guard  letter  of  June  10  provides 
an  update  on  recommendation  M-75-1, 
issued  following  investigation  into  the 
grounding  of  the  SS  Hillyer  Brown  at 
Cold  Bay,  Alaska,  March  7,  1973  (report 
No.  USCG/NTSB-MAR-75-1) .  The 
recommendation  asked  that  the  Coast 
Guard  require  additional  control  of  the 
movement  of  tankships  without  double 
bottoms  to  insure  that  their  risk  of  a 
polluting  outflow  from  grounding  while 
operating  in  a  port  area  is  commen¬ 
surate  with  that  of  tankers  outfitted  with 
double  bottoms.  In  response.  Coast 
Guard  notes  that  its  Navigation  Safety 
Regulations,  previously  spoken  to  in  re¬ 
sponses  of  October  18,  1975  (40  FR  49616, 
October  23,  1975)  and  April  13,  1976  (41 
FR  16894,  April  22,  1976),  have  been 
published  as  a  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  at  41  FR  18766,  May  0, 1976. 

Another  Ceeet  Guard  letter  of  June  10 
provides  the  current  statue  on  recom¬ 
mendation  M-T6-7  issued  after  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  entanglement  ot  the  sub¬ 
mersible  Johnson  Sea  Link  with  sub¬ 
merged  wreckage  off  Key  West,  Florida, 
June  17,  1973  (report  USCG/NTSB- 
MAR-75-2) .  The  recommendation  asked 
that  the  Coast  Guard  acquire  as  soon  as 
possible  an  underwater  television  unit 
capable  of  being  delivered  by  air  and  of 
providing  a  descending  line  to  a  sub¬ 
merged  vessel.  Coast  Guard  indicates 
that  it  is  continuing  to  monitor  U.6. 
civilian  submerlsible  activity,  as  men¬ 
tioned  in  its  response  of  November  28, 
1975  (40  FR  58700,  December  18,  1975). 
Coast  Guard  states,  “The  present  low 
level  of  activity  gives  the  acquisition  of 
any  underwater  television  unit  a  low 
priority  in  comparison  with  other  budget¬ 
ary  demands.  If  the  expected  benefits 
from  such  a  device  show  an  Increase 
in  the  future,  the  Coast  Guard  will  give 
further  consideration  to  its  acquisition.’' 
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American  Trucking  Associations,  Inc. 
Letter  of  June  7  to  the  Safety  Board  pro¬ 
vides  a  copy  of  a  detailed  commentary 
sent  to  both  the  Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  and  the  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  relating  to  the 
Board's  recommendations  In  Its  report 
NT8B-HAR-75-8  on  the  special  Investi¬ 
gation  of  the  UMTA  prototype  bus  Are 
near  Phoenix,  Arizona,  May  IS.  1975  (41 
FR  15,  January  2,  19761 .  With  reference 
to  recommendation  H-75-46,  which 
asked  that  the  American  Trucking  Asso¬ 
ciations  encourage  member  companies 
to  train  their  drivers  to  fight  actual  motor 
vehicle  Ores  using  vehicles  which  have 
been  scrapped  or  have  been  classified  as 
obsolete,  the  commentary  indicates  that 
the  Associations  are  “reluctant  to  sug¬ 
gest  such  a  step  to  motor  carriers  on  the 
grounds  that  it  could  become  a  negative 
safety  factor  instead  of  an  Improve¬ 
ment."  In  reaching  this  conclusion,  the 
Associations  had  previously  reasoned: 
“•  •  •  we  cannot  support  the  NTSB 
suggestions  that  we,  in  effect,  try  to  make 
each  truckdrlver  a  fireman.  We  believe 
it  important  to  teach  them  both  (1)  how 
to  use  the  extinguisher  they  have,  and 
(2)  that  they  are  not  equipped  to  battle 
more  than  an  incipient  fire," 

I  Safety  Board  Letters  Concerning  Prev¬ 
ious  Recommendations.  Last  week  the 
Board  forwarded  the  following  letters 
commenting  on  other  agencies’  notices 
of  proposed  rulemaking  which  were  re¬ 
lated  to  earlier  Board  recommendations: 
j  Letter  of  June  14  to  the  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Operation  concerns 
the  Materials  Trans portalton  Bureau’s 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  76-4  (41 
FR  18093,  April  30,  1976),  which  the 
Board  considers  to  be  responsive  to  its 
recommendation  H-73-20.  The  proposed 
rule  would  require  that  the  manhole 
assembly  in  MC331  cargo  tanks  be  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  upper  quadrant  of  the  rear 
hemispherical  head.  The  Safety  Board 
recommended  such  a  requirement  as  a 
result  of  its  investigation  of  the  propane 
tractor-semitrailer  overturn  and  fire  on 
U.S.  Route  501,  Lynchburg,  Virginia,  on 
March  9,  1972.  (See  report  No.  NTSB- 
HAR-73-3) . 

Letter  of  June  17  to  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration  indicates  that  the 
Safety  Board  considers  FAA’s  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  76-12  “Proposed 
Pitot  Heat  Warning  Indicators"  (41  FR 
16827,  April  22,  1976)  to  be  responsive 
to  recommendation  A-75-27,  issued 
jMarch  20,  1975.  However,  the  Board 
states  that  on  that  same  date  it  also 
issued  recommendation  A-75-26,  which 
recommended  that  an  Airworthiness  Di¬ 
rective  be  issued  to  require  a  warning 
system  to  indicate  when  the  flight  instru¬ 
ment  pitot  heating  system  is  not  oper¬ 
ating,  and  the  Board  does  not  believe 
that  the  3 -year  delay  in  implementing 
the  proposed  rules  is  responsive  to  the 
urgency  requirement  expressed  in  its  re¬ 
quest  for  an  AD. 

1  The  accident  report,  the  recommendation 
letter*,  and  the  Annual  Report  to  Congress 
am  available  to  the  general  public:  single 
oeplas  may  be  obtained  without  charge.  Cop- 
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ies  of  the  letters  responding  to  safety  recom¬ 
mendations  may  be  obtained  at  a  cost  of 
$4.00  for  service  and  10*  per  page  for  re¬ 
production.  All  requests  must  be  In  writing, 
identified  by  report  or  recommendation  num¬ 
ber  and  date  of  publication  of  this  Federal 
Register  notice.  Address  Inquiries  to:  PubU- 
catlons  Unit,  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board.  Washington,  D.C.  30694. 

Multiple  copies  of  the  accident  report  may 
be  purchased  by  mall  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  UA  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151. 

(Secs.  304(a)  (2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  93-633,  68 
Stat.  2169,  2172  (49  UA.C.  1903,  1906) ).) 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register, 
Liaison  Officer. 


June  21. 1976. 

(FR  Doc.76-18396  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  Nos.  50-237,  60-249] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment 
Nos.  20  and  18  to  Facility  Operating  Li¬ 
cense  No.  DPR-19  and  DPR-25  (respec¬ 
tively),  issued  to  Commonwealth  Edison 
Company,  which  revised  Technical  Spec¬ 
ifications  for  operation  of  the  Dresden 
Nuclear  Power  Station  Unit  Nos.  2  and  3 
(the  facilities)  located  In  Grundy 
County,  Illinois.  These  amendments  are 
effective  as  of  their  date  of  issuance. 

These  amendments  revise  require¬ 
ments  for  containment  suppression  pool 
water  volume  while  the  reactor  is  shut¬ 
down. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in 
10  CFR  Chapter  L  which  are  set  forth 
in  the  license  amendments.  Prior  public 
notice  of  these  amendments  was  not  re¬ 
quired  since  the  amendments  do  not  in¬ 
volve  a  significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  Issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  In  any  significant  environ¬ 
mental  impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  negative  declaration  or  environ¬ 
mental  impact  appraisal  need  not  be 
prepared  in  connection  with  Issuance 
of  the  amendments.  , 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  March  3,  1976,  (2) 
Amendment  Nos.  20  and  18  to  License 
Nos.  DPR-19  and  DPR-25.  respectively, 
and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related  Safety 
Evaluation.  All  of  these  Items  are  avail¬ 


able  for  public  Inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at 
the  Morris  Public  library  at  604  Liberty 
Street  in  Morris,  Illinois  60451.  A  copy  of 
items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Atttentlon:  Director,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  9th 
day  of  June,  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #2,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

(FR  Doc.76-18183  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  60-298] 

NEBRASKA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
30  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPRr-46.  Issued  to  Nebraska  Public  Power 
District  (the  licensee),  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Cooper  Nuclear  Station  (the  facility) 
located  in  Nemaha  County,  Nebraska. 
The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date 
of  issuance. 

The  amendment  revised  temporary  re¬ 
strictions  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
for  the  facility  to  permit,  under  certain 
conditions,  the  drilling  of  alternate  flow 
path  holes  in  unirradlated  fuel  bundle 
lower  tie  plates  at  the  Cooper  Nuclear 
Station  site. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  L  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
Impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  statement, 
negative  declaration  or  environmental 
impact  appraisal  need  not  be  prepared  in 
connection  with  issuance  of  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  February  11,  1976,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  30  to  License  No.  DPR- 
46.  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  Inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room. 
1717  H  Street,  N.W„  Washington,  D.C. 
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and  at  the  Auburn  Public  Library,  118 — 
15th  Street,  Auburn,  Nebraska  68306. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  11th 
day  of  June,  1076. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #2,  Division  of  Oper¬ 
ating  Reactors. 

(FR  Doc.76-18182  Filed  6-23-76:8:46  ami 


(Docket  No.  60-296) 

NEBRASKA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 
Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  UJ3. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
26  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-46,  issued  to  the  Nebraska  Public 
Power  District  (the  licensee),  which  re¬ 
vised  Technical  Specifications  for  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  Cooper  Nuclear  Station  (the 
facility)  located  in  Nemaha  County, 
Nebraska.  The  amendment  is  effective  30 
days  from  the  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  revised  the  Technical 
Specifications  for  the  facility  to  clarify 
the  reactor  shutdown  requirements  for 
high  reactor  waiter  conductivity  and  to 
incorporate  more  specific  Limiting  Con¬ 
ditions  for  Operation  with  regard  to 
Average  Planar  Linear  Heat  Generation 
Rate,  Linear  Heat  Generation  Rate,  and 
Minimum  Critical  Power  Ratio. 

The  applications  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations .  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  Involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  statement, 
negative  declaration  or  environmental 
Impact  appraisal  need  not  be  prepared  in 
connection  with  the  issuance  of  this 
amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendment  dated  February  18  and 
March  16,  1976,  (2)  Amendment  No.  26 
to  License  No.  DPR-46,  and  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  concurrently  issued  Safety 
Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room.  1717  H 
Street.  N.W„  Washington,  D.C.  and  at 
the  Auburn  Public  Library,  118— 15th 
Street.  Auburn.  Nebraska  68305.  A  copy 
of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained 


upon  request  addressed  to  the  United 
States  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  9th 
day  of  June,  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #2,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

(FR  Doc.76-18112  Filed  6-23-76;8:46  am| 


[Docket  No.  P-564-A1 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Establishment  of  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  To  Rule  on  Petitions 

Pursuant  to  delegation  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  dated  December  29,  1972,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (37  FR 
28710)  and  §8  2.105.  2.700,  2.702,  2.714, 
2.714a,  2.717  and  2.721  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Regulations,  all  as  amended,  an 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board  is 
being  established  to  rule  on  petitions 
and/or  requests  for  leave  to  intervene  in 
the  following  proceeding: 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 

(STANISLAUS  NUCLEAR  PROJECT,  UNIT  NO.  1) 

The  members  of  the  Board  are: 

Daniel  M.  Head,  Esq..  Chairman,  Elizabeth  8. 
Bowers,  Esq.,  Member,  Edward  Luton,  Esq., 
Member. 

The  address  for  all  the  Board  Members 
is 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board  Panel. 
U.8.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20656. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  McL  This  15th  day 
of  June  1976. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board  Panel. 

James  R.  Yore, 

Acting  Chairman. 
[FR  Doc.76-18110  Filed  6-2»-76;8:46  ami 


(Docket  Noe.  60-614,  60-516] 

PORTLAND  GENERAL  ELECTRIC  CO.,  ET 
AL  (PEBBLE  SPRINGS  NUCLEAR 
PLANT,  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Schedule  for  Reopened  Evidentiary  Hearing 

The  evidentiary  hearing  in  the  above 
matter  will  resume  on  Wednesday,  July 
28,  1976,  at  D:00  a.m.,  local  time,  in 
the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  Courtroom, 
Second  Floor,  The  Pioneer  Courthouse, 
555  8.  W.  Yamhill,  Portland,  Oregon. 

All  Issues  In  this  reopened  hearing, 
with  the  exception  of  the  issue  for  need 
for  power,  will  be  subject  to  coverage 
at  this  session.  The  issue  of  need  for 
power  will  be  heard  Jointly  with  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board  for 
the  Skagit  proceeding  at  a  hearing  ses¬ 
sion  scheduled  to  be  held  in  Seattle, 
Washington,  on  Tuesday,  August  17, 
1976.  A  separate  notice  will  be  issued 


subsequently  setting  forth  the  location 
for  the  joint  session  in  Seattle. 

Members  of  the  public  are  Invited  to 
attend  this  hearing.  However,  since  the 
opportunity  for  individuals  to  make  oral 
or  written  statements  by  way  of  limited 
appearances  has  previously  been  af¬ 
forded  in  two  sessions,  requests  to  make 
limited  appearances  will  only  be  ap¬ 
proved  for  those  persons  who  have  not 
previously  made  such  appearances. 

It  is  so  ordered. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  6th 
day  of  June  1976. 


For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 


James  R.  Yore, 
Chairman. 


(FR Doc.76-18109  Piled  6-23-76;8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  PRM-50-16] 

PUBLIC  INTEREST  RESEARCH  GROUP 
ET  AL 

Filing  of  Petition  for  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Louis  J. 
Slrico,  Jr.,  Esq.,  has  filed  with  the  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission  a  petition 
for  rule  making  dated  April  16,  1976,  on 
behalf  of  the  Public  Interest  Research 
Group,  Environmental  Coalition  on  Nu¬ 
clear  Power,  Citizens  for  a  Safe  Enivom- 
ment,  and  York  Committee  for  a  Safe 
Environment,  requesting  amendment  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations,  “Licensing 
of  Production  and  Utilization  Facilities,’’ 
10  CFR  Part  50  and  “Physical  Protection 
of  Plants  and  Materials,”  10  CFR  Part 
73. 

The  petitioners  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  amend  10  CFR  Part  50  by  adding 
the  following  at  the  end  of  8  50.34(c), 
Physical  security  plan.: 

At  multi-unit  stations,  each  application  to 
construct  a  production  or  utilization  facility 
shall  Include  a  physical  security  plan,  for 
portions  of  the  facility  under  construction 
from  which  access  to  an  operating  faculty 
can  be  gained.  The  physical  security  plan 
for  such  facilities  under  construction  shaU 
consist  of  the  same  Parts  I  and  n  as  the 
physical  security  plans  for  operating  units. 

The  petitioners  also  request  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  amend  10  CFR  Part  73  by 
adding  the  following  at  the  end  of 
8  73.40,  Physical  protec' ion:  General  re¬ 
quirements  at  fixed  sites.: 

At  multi-unit  stations,  each  production  or 
utilization  faculty  under  construction  shall 
provide  physical  protection  against  Indus¬ 
trial  sabotage  and  against  theft  of  special 
nuclear  material,  if  applicable,  for  those  por¬ 
tions  of  the  faculty  under  construction  from 
which  access  to  on  operating  facility  can  be 
gained. 

The  petitioners  state  that  the  amend¬ 
ments  which  they  are  proposing  would 
apply  to  production  and  utilization  fa¬ 
cilities  under  construction  at  multi-unit 
stations,  where  a  unit  under  construction 
shares  common  buildings  with  an  op¬ 
erating  unit.  The  amendments  proposed 
by  the  petitioners  would  require  physical 
security  for  such  common  areas.  The 
petitioners  state,  further,  that  the 
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utility-industry  is  building  dual  and 
multi-unit  reactor  plants  in  increasing 
numbers  and  the  problem  of  access  to 
an  operating  reactor  from  one  under 
construction  Is  a  generic  problem. 

A  copy  of  the  petition  for  rule  making 
is  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W..  Washington,  D.C. 
A  copy  of  the  petition  may  be  obtained 
by  writing  to  the  Division  of  Rules  and 
Records,  Office  of  Administration,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555. 

All  interested  persons  who  desire  to 
submit  written  comments  or  suggestions 
concerning  the  petition  for  rule  making 
should  send  their  comments  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission.  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Section,  by  August  23,  1976. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  17th 
day  of  June  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Samuel  J.  Chilk, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.76-18178  Filed  6-23-76:8:46  ami 


[Docket  Noe.  STN  60-522,  STN  50-523) 

PUGET  SOUND  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

ET  AL 

Order  Convening  Evidentiary  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Puget  Sound  Power 
and  Light  Company,  Portland  General 
Electric  Company,  Pacific  Power  and 
Light  Company,  and  the  Washington 
Water  Power  Company  (Skagit  Nuclear 
Power  Project,  Units  1  and  2) . 

The  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  has  heretofore  given  notice  at  a 
public  hearing  held  on  June  4,  1976  in 
Seattle,  Washington,  as  reflected  in  the 
transcript  of  the  hearing  for  that  day, 
that  an  evidentiary  session  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  convene  on  August  17, 1976 
in  Seattle  at  a  location  therein  to  be 
designated  by  later  order.  This  session 
will  be  primarily  concerned  with  asser¬ 
tions  and  contentions  respecting  the 
need  for  the  power  which  would  be  gen¬ 
erated  by  the  proposed  Skagit  Nuclear 
Power  Project.  This  session  will  be  con¬ 
vened  and  held  at  the  same  time  and 
place  with  a  similar  session  respecting 
the  need  for  power,  which  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  In  the  Matter  of  Portland 
General  Electric  Company,  et  al.  (Pebble 
Springs  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1  and  2), 
Docket  Nos.  50-514  and  50-515. 

Wherefore,  it  is  ordered.  In  accordance 
with  the  Atomic  Energy  Act,  as  amended, 
and  the  Rules  of  Practice  of  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  that  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  session  in  this  proceeding  shall 
convene  at  9:00  a.m.  on  Tuesday,  Au¬ 
gust  17,  1976,  in  Room  514  of  the  New 


Federal  Building,  915-Second  Avenue, 
Seattle,  Washington  98174. 

Issued :  June  18, 1976,  Bethesda,  Mary¬ 
land. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board, 

Samuel  W.  Jensch, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.76-18180  Filed  6-28-76:8:46  am) 


[Docket  Nos.  STN  60-518;  60-519:  50-520, 
60-621] 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY,  HARTS- 

VILLE  NUCLEAR  PLANT,  UNITS  1A,  2A, 

IB  AND  2B 

Order 

June  16, 1976. 

Oral  argument  on  the  appeals  taken 
by  the  intervenors  William  N.  Young  et 
al.  and  the  applicant  from  the  Licensing 
Board’s  April  20,  1976  partial  Initial  de¬ 
cision  in  this  construction  permit  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  hereby  calendared  for  9:30 
a.m.  on  Thursday,  July  8,  1976  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Hearing  Room,  5th 
floor,  East-West  Towers,  4350  East  West 
Highway,  Bethesda,  Maryland.  The  or¬ 
der  of  presentation  and  the  time  allo¬ 
cated  for  argument  will  be  as  follows : 

Intervenors  (as  appellants) :  One  hour. 

Applicant  (as  cross-appellant  and  appel¬ 
lee)  :  One  hour. 

NRC  Staff:  45  minutes. 

Intervenors  (as  cross-appellees) :  15  min¬ 
utes. 

In  preparing  for  argument,  counsel 
may  assume  that  the  members  of  the 
Board  will  be  generally  familiar  with  the 
Licensing  Board's  decision  and  the  ap¬ 
pellate  positions  of  the  respective  par¬ 
ties  as  developed  in  their  briefs. 

The  Secretary  to  this  Board  is  to  be 
notified,  by  letter  mailed  no  later  than 
July  2,  1976,  of  the  name(s)  of  counsel 
who  will  present  argument  on  behalf  of 
each  party. 

It  Is  so  ordered. 

For  the  Atomle  Safety  and  Licensing 
Appeal  Board. 

Margaret  E.  Du  Flo, 
Secretary  to  the  Appeal  Board. 

|FR  Doc.76-18107  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  Nos.  50-846A  etc. ) 

TOLEDO  EDISON  CO.  ET  AL 

Appointment  to  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board 

The  Toledo  Edison  Company,  The 
Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Com¬ 
pany,  (Davis-Besse  Nuclear  Power  Sta¬ 
tion.  Units  1,  2  and  3) ;  The  Cleveland 
Electric  Illuminating  Co.,  et  al.  (Perry 
Nuclear  Power  Plant,  Units  1  and  2)  re¬ 
constitution  of  an  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  for  a  special  proceeding 
concerning  10  CFR  2.713.  (Docket  Nos. 
50-346A,  50-500A,  50-601A,  50-440A  and 
50-441 A) 

Elizabeth  S.  Bowers,  Esq.,  was  Chair¬ 
man,  and  Edward  Luton,  Esq.,  and 
Thomas  W.  Reilly,  Esq.,  were  members 


of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  established  for  a  special  proceed¬ 
ing  concerning  10  CFR  2.713  in  the  above 
matter. 

The  original  notice  of  these  appoint¬ 
ments  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  23,  1976  (41  FR 
3517) .  Because  of  schedule  conflicts  none 
of  the  above  are  able  to  continue  In  their 
duties  in  this  special  proceeding. 

Accordingly,  the  following  appoint¬ 
ments  are  being  made: 

Robert  M.  Lazo,  Esq.,  Chairman,  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  Panel,  D.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20666. 

Andrew  C.  Goodhope,  Esq.,  Member,  3320 
Estelle  Terrace,  Wheaton,  Maryland  20906. 
Daniel  M.  Head,  Esq.,  Member,  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  Panel,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20655. 

Reconstitution  of  the  Board  in  this 
manner  is  in  accordance  with  8  2.721  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  as 
amended. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  16th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board  Panel. 

James  R.  Yore, 

Acting  Chairman. 

|FR  Doc.76-18108  Filed  6-23-78:8:46  am) 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  new  guide  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  Series.  This  series  has  been  devel¬ 
oped  to  describe  and  make  available  to 
the  public  methods  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  of  implementing  specific  parts 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  and,  in 
some  cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used 
by  the  staff  in  evaluating  specific  prob¬ 
lems  or  postulated  accidents  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  to  applicant*  concerning 
certain  of  the  information  needed  by  the 
staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for  per¬ 
mits  and  boenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  3.38.  “General  Fire 
Protection  Guide  for  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants,”  describes  bases  and  criteria  for 
fire  protection  programs  in  the  design 
and  construction  of  fuel  reprocessing  fa¬ 
cilities  that  should  be  considered  by  ap¬ 
plicants  in  their  submittals  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit  applications  for  such  facili¬ 
ties. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion  in 
guides  currently  being  developed  or  (2) 
Improvements  In  all  published  guides  are 
encouraged  at  any  time.  Public  com¬ 
ments  on  Regulatory  Guide  8.38  will, 
however,  be  particularly  useful  In  evalu¬ 
ating  the  need  for  an  early  revision  if  re¬ 
ceived  by  August  20, 1976. 

Comments  should  be  sent  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission,  UJ3.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20556,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Section. 
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Regulatory  guides  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Doc¬ 
ument  Room.  1717  H  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single  copies  of 
issued  guides  (which  may  be  reproduced) 
or  for  placement  on  an  automatic  dis¬ 
tribution  list  for  single  copies  of  future 
guides  should  be  made  in  writing  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Standards  Develop¬ 
ment.  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Telephone 
requests  cannot  be  accommodated.  Reg¬ 
ulatory  guides  are  not  copyrighted  and 
Commission  approval  is  not  required  to 
reproduce  them. 

(5  U.S.C,  652(a)). 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  this  14th 
day  of  June  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Minogue, 

Director, 

Office  of  Standards  Development. 

[FR  Doc.76-18111  Filed  6-23-78;8:45  am) 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  new  guide  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  Series.  This  series  has  been  de¬ 
veloped  to  describe  and  make  available 
to  the  public  methods  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  of  implementing  specific  parts 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  and,  in 
some  cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used 
by  the  staff  in  evaluating  specific  prob¬ 
lems  or  postulated  accidents  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  to  applicants  concerning 
certain  of  the  information  needed  by  the 
staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for  per¬ 
mits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  3.41,  “Validation  of 
Calculations^  Methods  for  Nuclear  Crit¬ 
icality  Safety,”  provides  a  procedure  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  NRC  staff  for  validating 
methods  of  calculating  nuclear  critical¬ 
ity  safety.  This  guide  endorses  ANSI 
Standard  N16.9-1974.  “Validation  of  Cal- 
culational  Methods  for  Nuclear  Critical¬ 
ity  Safety.” 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  ( 1 )  items  for  Inclusion  in  guides 
currently  being  developed  or  (2)  im¬ 
provements  in  all  published  guides  are 
encouraged  at  any  time.  Public  comments 
on  Regulatory  Guide  3.41  will,  however, 
be  particularly  useful  in  evaluating  the 
need  for  an  early  revision  if  received  by 
August  23,  1976. 

Comments  should  be  sent  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Section. 

Regulatory  guides  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Doc¬ 
ument  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single  copies  of 
issued  guides  (which  may  be  reproduced) 
or  for  placement  on  an  automatic  dis¬ 
tribution  list  for  single  ooples  of  future 
guides  should  be  made  in  writing  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Standards  Develop¬ 
ment,  Ufl.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 


sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Telephone 
requests  cannot  be  accommodated.  Reg¬ 
ulatory  guides  are  not  copyrighted  and 
Commission  approval  is  not  required  to 
reproduce  them. 

(5  U.S.C.  552(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville.  Maryland  this  15th 
day  of  June  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Minogue, 

Director, 

Office  of  Standards  Development. 

[FR  Doc.76-18113  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am) 


(Docket  Noe.  50-346A;  50-600A;  50-501A;  50- 

440 A;  50-441 A) 

TOLEDO  EDISON  CO.  ET  AL 

Order  Convening  Prehearing  Conference 
June  21,  1976. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Toledo  Edison  Co. 
and  the  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating 
Co.  (Davis-Besse  Nuclear  Power  Station, 
Units  1,  2  It  3)  and  the  Cleveland  Elec¬ 
tric  Illuminating  Company,  et  al.  (Perry 
Nuclear  Power  Plant,  Units  1  and  2). 

On  June  11,  1976,  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Appeal  Board  issued  a  de¬ 
cision  (ALAB-332)  in  this  proceeding 
remanding  the  case  to  the  Special  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  Established 
For  a  Proceeding  Concerning  10  CFR 
2.713  (Special  Board)  for  further  pro¬ 
ceedings.  Inquiry  has  been  made  of  the 
attorneys,  in  accordance  with  the  Rules 
of  Practice  of  the  Commission,  respect¬ 
ing  a  convenient  date  for  convening  a 
prehearing  conference  and  June  28, 1976, 
has  been  agreed  upon  as  suitable  by  coun¬ 
sel  for  each  of  the  parties. 

Wherefore,  it  is  ordered,  in  accordance 
with  the  Atomic  Energy  Act,  as  amended, 
and  the  Rules  of  Practice  of  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  this  special  proceeding 
shall  convene  at  1  p.m.,  local  time,  on 
Monday,  June  28. 1976,  in  the  NRC  Hear¬ 
ing  Room,  Wlllste  Building,  7915  Eastern 
Avenue,  Silver  Spring,  Maryland  20910. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Issued  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  21st 
day  of  June,  1976. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  established  for  a  special  proceed¬ 
ing  concerning  10  CFR  2.713. 

Robert  M.  Lazo, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.76-18522  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 

OFFICE  OF  THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER 

HOW  TO  USE  THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
Public  Briefing  in  Chicago,  Illinois 

“The  Federal  Register — What  It  Is 
and  How  to  Use  It”  will  be  the  topic  of 
two  separate  briefings  to  be  offered  by 
the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  on 
Thursday,  July  22,  and  Friday,  July  23, 
from  9:30  a.m.  until  12  noon. 

The  Friday  briefing  will  be  a  repeat  of 
the  Thursday  briefing.  These  sessions  will 
be  held  in  Conference  Room  286  of  the 


Everett  M.  Dirksen  Federal  Building  at 
219  S.  Dearborn  Street.  Chicago,  Illinois. 

Both  sessions  are  open  to  the  general 
public  and  Federal  agency  personnel  and 
should  be  useful  to  anyone  who  uses  the 
Federal  Register.  Seating  is  limited  and 
reservatons  are  required.  Reservations 
may  be  made  by  telephoning  Miss  Merri- 
fleld,  312-353—4242. 

The  sessions  will  last  approximately 
three  hours  and  will  cover  the  following 
areas: 

1.  A  brief  history  of  the  Federal  Reg  ¬ 
ister. 

2.  The  difference  between  legislation 
and  regulations. 

3.  The  relationship  of  the  Federal 
Register  and  the  Code  or  Federal 
Regulations. 

4.  Important  elements  of  a  typical 
Federal  Register  document. 

5.  An  introduction  to  the  finding  aids 
of  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

In  addition,  attendees  will  undertake  a 
practical  problem-solving  exercise  and 
will  be  invited  to  provide  information  on 
their  uses  of  Federal  Register  publica¬ 
tions  in  order  to  help  this  office  improve 
its  services.  • 

The  Offices  of  the  Federal  Register  does 
not  interpret  specific  agency  regulations 
and  these  sessions  will  not  provide  a 
forum  for  the  discussion  of  substantive 
questions.  Rather,  the  briefings  are  de¬ 
signed  as  an  introduction  for  the  person 
who  discovers  that  he  or  she  must  use 
Federal  Register  publications  to  keep 
track  and  to  gain  an  understanding  of 
Federal  regulations. 

Fred  J.  Emery, 
Director, 

of  the  Federal  Register 

June  21,  1976. 

(FR  Doc.76-18395  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  SAB-9] 

FINANCIAL  REPORTING 

Publication  of  Staff  Accounting  Bulletin 
No.  9 

The  Division  of  Corporation  Finance 
and  the  Office  of  the  Chief  Accountant 
today  announced  the  publication  of  Staff 
Accounting  Bulletin  No.  9.  The  state¬ 
ments  in  the  Bulletin  are  not  rules  or  in¬ 
terpretations  of  the  Commission  nor  are 
they  published  as  bearing  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  official  approval;  they  represent 
interpretations  and  practices  followed  by 
the  Division  and  the  Chief  Accountant  in 
administering  the  disclosure  require¬ 
ments  of  the  federal  securities  laws.  Staff 
Accounting  Bulletin  No.  9  provides  in¬ 
terpretations  of  Accounting  Series  Re¬ 
lease  No.  190.  This  release  (the  adoption 
of  Rule  3-17  of  Regulation  S-X  [17  CFR 
210.3-171)  requires  the  disclosure  of  re¬ 
placement  cost  data  by  certain  regis¬ 
trants  effective  for  years  ending  on  or 
after  December  25,  1976. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary, 

June  17.  1976. 
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Changes  to  Staff  Accounting  Bulletin 

No.  7 

In  SAB  No.  7  (which  also  Interpreted  ASR 
No.  190)  Subsection  10,  item  a,  the  following 
was  stated  regarding  “mineral  resource 

assets  ” 

10.  Applicability  of  Rule 

a.  Exemptions  _ 

Facts;  The  rule  permits  delayed  applica¬ 
tion  lor  mineral  resource  assets  and  certain 
loreign  assets. 

Question  1:  What  are  "mineral  resource 
assets”? 

Interpretive  Response:  These  are  the  costs 
shown  on  the  balance  sheet  which  are  directly 
associated  with  mineral  reserves.  It  would 
not  Include  the  cost  of  mining  equipment, 
pumps,  tanks,  gathering  systems  and  similar 
assets. 

The  ‘Interpretive  Response”  is  changed  to 
read  as  follows: 

Interpretive  Response:  Mineral  resource 
assets  are  defined  as  those  costs  shown  on 
the  balance  sheet  representing  assets  which 
are  directly  associated  with  and  which  derive 
value  from  mineral  reserves. 

For  the  oil  and  gas  industry  these  costs 
include  the  following: 

1.  Intangible  drilling  and  development 
costs. 

2.  Capitalized  nonproductive  costs,  delay 
rentals,  overhead  and  similar  posts. 

S.  Producing  and  nonproducing  leasehold 
costs. 

4.  Down-hole  equipment. 

5.  Well-head  equipment. 

6.  Lease  production  facilities — tanks,  flow- 
lines,  separate rs,  above-ground  pumps,  com¬ 
pressors,  etc. 

7.  Gas  cycling  plants. 

8.  Processing  facilities  located  in  a  field  in 
which  the  company  owns  Interests  in  pro¬ 
ducing  leases. 

9.  Support  facilities — power  plants,  field 
living  quarters,  etc. 

10.  Gathering  systems  to  the  point  of  mar¬ 
ket  in  the  field. 

11.  Offshore  platforms. 

All  costs  which  Involve  processing,  trans¬ 
portation,  refining,  distribution,  and  market¬ 
ing  are  not  classified  as  mineral  resource 
assets.  Examples  include  the  following: 

1.  Refineries. 

2.  Transportation  equipment  of  facilities 
beyond  the  point  of  market  in  the  field — in¬ 
cluding  pipelines,  barges,  trucking  equip¬ 
ment. 

3.  Drilling  equipment  and  related  facilities 
used  in  drilling  operations. 

For  extractive  Industries  other  than  oil  and 
gas,  mineral  resource  assets  are  those  which 
represent  depletable  mineral  property,  l.e„ 
capitalized  costs  related  to  acquisition,  ex¬ 
ploration,  and  development  of  ore  bodies. 
Mills,  rollings tock,  and  other  mining  equip¬ 
ment  are  not  considered  mineral  resource 
assets. 

•  •  •  •  • 

New  Interpretations 

TOPIC  e:  INTERPRETATIONS  OF  ACCOUNTING 
SERIES  RELEASES 

I.  ACCOUNTING  SERIES  RELEASE  NO. 
190 — Relating  to  Amendments  to  Regulation 
S-X  Requiring  Disclosure  of  Replacement 
Cost  Data  (Rule  3-17). 

1.  Definition  and  Concepts. 

b.  Productive  Capacity 

.  Question  4:  Does  productive  capacity  in¬ 
clude  assets  used  in  nonproduction  activ¬ 
ities  such  as  research  and  development, 
general  administration,  etc.? 

Interpretive  Response:  Yes.  Productive 
capacity  includes  virtually  all  assets  classi¬ 
fied  as  property,  plant  and  equipment  except 
land  and  other  assets  which  Rule  3-17  and 
related  Staff  Accounting  Bulletins  exempt. 


NOTICES 

Question  5:  Are  assets  leased  under  op¬ 
erating  leases  part  of  the  productive  capac¬ 
ity  of  a  lessor?  Of  a  lessee? 

Interpretive  Response:  For  the  purposes  of 
Rule  3-17(o),  assets  leased  under  operating 
leases  are  part  of  a  lessor's  productive  ca¬ 
pacity  but  not  part  of  the  lessee’s. 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  Replacement  Cost  of  Inventories 
d.  Land  Held  for  Resale 
Question:  Should  the  replacement  cost  of 
land  held  for  resale  by  a  company  in  the 
business  of  selling  land  be  disclosed? 
Interpretive  Response:  Yes. 

•  •  •  •  • 

6.  Replacement  Cost  of  Productive  Ca¬ 
pacity 

c.  Government-Owned  Facilities 

Facts:  Some  companies  utilize  govern¬ 
ment-owned  facilities  in  certain  of  their 
business  activities.  The  cost  of  these  facili¬ 
ties  is  not  included  within  the  historical 
cost  financial  statements. 

Question:  Is  the  replacement  cost  of  such 
facilities  required  to  be  disclosed? 

Interpretive  Response:  No. 

d.  Financing  Leases 
Facts:  Rule3-17(c)  states: 

"For  purposes  of  this  rule  (3- 17(c)),  as¬ 
sets  held  under  financing  leases  as  defined 
in  Rule  3-16(g)  shall  be  included  in  pro¬ 
ductive  capacity.” 

Rule  8-16(g)  does  not  require  separate 
disclosure  of  non-capltallzed  financing  leases 
unless  the  present  value  of  the  minimum 
lease  payments  is  greater  than  6%  of  the 
6um  of  long-term  debt,  stockholders’  equity 
and  the  present  value  of  the  minimum  lease 
commitments. 

Question:  If  non-capltalized  leases  are  not 
required  to  be  separately  disclosed  in  the 
historical  cost  financial  statement  footnotes, 
may  replacement  cost  data  related  to  such 
leases  be  excluded  from  the  determination 
of  the  replacement  cost  of  productive 
capacity? 

Interpretive  Response:  Yes,  except  in  un¬ 
usual  factual  circumstances  where  the  re¬ 
placement  cost  of  such  leased  assets  may 
have  Increased  so  significantly  compared  to 
other  assets  that  such  assets  on  a  replace¬ 
ment  cost  basis  would  constitute  a  signifi¬ 
cant  part  of  productive  capacity  computed 
on  that  basis. 

•  •  *  •  • 

10.  Applicability  of  Rule 
c.  Delayed  Effectiveness  for  Mineral  Re¬ 
source  Assets  and  Certain  Foreign  Assets 
Facts:  Rule  3-17  requires  that  replacement 
cost  data  related  to  assets  located  within  the 
North  American  continent  and  the  countries 
of  the  European  Economic  Community  be 
disclosed  for  fiscal  years  ending  on  or  after 
December  25, 1976. 

Question  1 :  Does  the  staff  consider  Mexico, 
Latin  American  countries  (including  Puerto 
Rico)  and  Hawaii  to  be  part  of  the  North 
American  continent? 

Interpretive  Response:  Yes. 

Question  2:  Which  countries  comprise  the 
European  Economic  Community? 

Interpretive  Response:  Belgium,  Denmark. 
France,  Holland,  Ireland.  Italy,  Luxembourg, 
United  Kingdom  and  West  Germany. 

Question  3:  Will  replacement  cost  of 
mineral  resource  assets  and  assets  located 
outside  of  the  North  American  continent  and 
the  countries  of  the  European  Economic 
Community  be  required  to  be  reported  on  a 
comparative  basis  (i.e.  for  the  current  year 
and  the  prior  year)  beginning  with  fiscal 
years  ending  on  or  after  December  25,  1977? 

Interpretive  Response:  The  staff  would 
strongly  encourage  but  not  require  the  pres¬ 
entation  of  comparative  data  in  the  first 
year  the  replacement  cost  data  must  be  pre¬ 
sented  for  such  assets. 

•  •  •  •  • 


10.  Applicability  of  Rule 

d.  Size  Test 

Facts:  The  provisions  of  Rule  3-17  do  "not 
apply  to  any  person  where  the  total  of  in¬ 
ventories  and  gross  property,  plant  and 
equipment  (i.e.,  before  deducting  accumu¬ 
lated  depreciation,  depletion  and  amortiza¬ 
tion)  as  shown  in  the  consolidated  balance 
sheet  at  the  beginning  of  the  most  recently 
completed  fiscal  year  is  less  than  $100  mil¬ 
lion  or  where  the  total  of  Inventories  and 
gross  property,  plant  and  equipment  is  less 
than  10  percent  of  the  total  assets  of  the 
person  as  shown  in  the  consolidated  balance 
sheet  at  the  beginning  of  the  most  recently 
completed  year.” 

Question:  In  determining  whether  an  en¬ 
tity  has  inventories  and  gross  property,  plant 
and  equipment  which  aggregate  $100  mil¬ 
lion,  is  land  included?  Are  non-capitallzed 
financing  leases  included? 

Interpretive  Response:  Land  is  included 
when  determining  whether  an  entity  has 
inventories  and  gross  property,  plant  and 
equipment  which  aggregate  $100  million 
However,  the  replacement  post  of  land,  un¬ 
less  consumed  in  the  productive  process,  is 
not  required  to  be  disclosed. 

Non-capltallzed  financing  leases  are  not 
included  when  determining  whether  an 
entity  has  inventories  and  gross  property, 
plant  and  equipment  which  aggregate  $100 
million;  however,  Rule  3-17(c)  does  require 
the  replacement  cost  data  related  to  financ¬ 
ing  leases  to  be  Included  in  the  replacement 
cost  of  productive  capacity  if  an  entity  is 
required  to  disclose  replacement  cost  data 

[FR  Doc.76-18348  Filed  6-23-76; 8: 45  am) 


|  Release  No.  34-12552;  File  No.  SR-NYSE 
76-331 

NEW  YORK  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 
Self-Regulatory  Organization 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s (b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  June  10,  1976,  the 
above-mentioned  self -regulatory  organi¬ 
zation  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows; 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance 
of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  proposed  rule  change,  as  set  forth 
below,  would  require  that  (1)  only  quali¬ 
fied  persons  acceptable  to  the  Exchange 
be  in  charge  of  any  sales  department  or 
activity,  and  (2)  such  persons  delegated 
this  supervisory  responsibility  have  a 
creditable  record  as  a  registered  repre¬ 
sentative  or  equivalent  experience  and 
pass  an  examination  acceptable  to  the 
Exchange. 

Exchange  Statement  of  Purpose  of 
Proposed  Rule  Amendments 

In  today’s  highly  competitive  environ¬ 
ment,  members  and  member  organiza¬ 
tions  have  expanded  their  activities  to 
offer  additional  services  and  products  to 
their  customers.  One  area  which  has 
been  particularly  active  is  trading  in 
listed  options. 

The  proposed  amendments  to  Ex¬ 
change  Rule  342  will  require  a  qualified 
person  to  be  in  charge  of  any  sales  de¬ 
partment  or  activity,  such  as  options, 
etc.,  of  a  member  or  member  organlza- 
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tlon.  The  proposed  amendments  will  also 
establish  the  standards  to  qualify  under 
Rule  342.  Any  person  in  charge  of  a  sales 
department  or  activity  must  have  a  cred¬ 
itable  record  as  a  registered  representa¬ 
tive  or  equivalent  experience  and  pass 
an  examination  acceptable  to  the  Ex¬ 
change. 

Exchange  Statement  of  Basis  under  the 
Act  for  the  Adoption  of  the  Proposed 
Amendments 

The  proposed  amendments  are  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate  to  enforce  compli¬ 
ance  by  Exchange  members  and  member 
organizations  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  and  the  rules  of  the  Exchange  re¬ 
lating  to  the  supervision  of  accounts  and 
the  enforcement  of  appropriate  super¬ 
visory  controls. 

(i)  Inapplicable. 

(ii)  Inapplicable. 

(iii)  Inapplicable. 

(iv)  Inapplicable. 

(v)  The  proposed  amendments  relate 
to  the  establishment  of  supervisory  qual¬ 
ification  standards  to  enable  member  or¬ 
ganizations  and  their  personnel  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  use  of  options  to  manipulate  the 
securities  market. 

(vi>  Inapplicable. 

(vii)  Inapplicable. 

(viii)  Inapplicable. 

Comments  Received  from  Members,  Par¬ 
ticipants  or  Others  on  Proposed  Rule 
Changes 

No  comments  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  Rules  342  and  345  were  solicited 
or  received. 

Exchange  Statement  of  Burden  on 
Competition 

The  proposed  rule  changes  do  not  im¬ 
pose  any  burden  on  competition. 

Within  35  days  of  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  (July  30, 1976) ,  or  within  such  longer 
peridd  (i)  as  the  Commission  may  desig¬ 
nate  up  to  90  days  of  such  date  if  it 
finds  such  longer  period  to  be  appropri¬ 
ate  and  publishes  its  reasons  for  so  find¬ 
ing  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  self -regulatory  organization  eon- 
sen  ts,  the  Commission  will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change;  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should 
be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect  to  the 
foregoing  and  of  all  written  submissions 
will  be  available  for  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  in  the  Public  Reference  Room,  1100 
L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies 
of  such  filing  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  principal 
office  of  the  above  mentioned  self-regu¬ 
latory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  file  number  refer¬ 
enced  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  on  or  before  July  16,  1976. 
For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 


Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

Shirley  E.  Hollis, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

June  17, 1976. 

Text  of  proposed  rule  changes. 

New  language  italicized;  deleted  lan¬ 
guage  [bracketed]. 

OFFICES — APPROVAL,  SUPERVISION  AND 
CONTROL 

•  •  •  •  • 

Rule.  342.  (d)  Qualified  persons  accept¬ 
able  to  the  Exchange  shall  be  in  charge 
of; 

(1)  Any  office  of  a  member  or  member 
organization. 

(2)  Any  regional  or  other  group  of 
offices. 

(3)  [Any  other  organizational  group  of 
registered  representatives.!  Any  sales  de¬ 
partment  or  activity. 

•  •  •  *  • 

Rule  342.13  Acceptability  of  supervi¬ 
sors. — Any  member,  allied  member  or 
employee  who  is  a  candidate  for  accepta¬ 
bility  under  (d)  above  should  have  a 
creditable  record  as  a  registered  repre¬ 
sentative  or  equivalent  experience,  and 
is  expected  to  pass  either  the  Allied  Man¬ 
ager  Examination  or  the  Branch  Office 
Manager  Examination  to  qualify  under 
id)  (1)  or  (2) .  [.1  or  an  examination  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  Exchange  which  demon¬ 
strates  competency  to  supervise  a  specif¬ 
ic  sales  department  or  activity  to  qualify 
under  id)  (3).  The  examination  require¬ 
ment  may  be  waived  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Exchange.  Special  examinations  may 
be  arranged  for  persons  whose  principal 
work  is  in  unusual  fields. 

Employees — Registration,  Approval. 

Records,  Discipline 

Rule  345.15  Acceptability  *  *  * 

Examinations  •  •  • 

Any  individuals  who  are  engaged  in 
the  solicitation  or  handling  of  business 
in,  or  the  sale  of,  commodities  futures 
contracts  must  demonstrate  their  com¬ 
petency  by  satisfying  a  solicitor’s  exam¬ 
ination  requirement  of  a  national  com¬ 
modities  exchange,  which  examination  is 
acceptable  to  the  New  York  Stock  Ex¬ 
change.  Any  individual  engaged  in  the 
purchase  or  sale  of  securities,  or  other 
similar  instruments  for  the  account  of 
his  employer  must  demonstrate  his  com¬ 
petency  by  satisfying  an  examination 
requirement  acceptable  to  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange. 

(See  Rule  342.13  H  2342.13  for  examina¬ 
tion  requirements  of  supervisors) 

0  0  0  0  0 

[FR  Doc.76-18347  Filed  6-23-76; 8: 46  am] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

STATION  COMMITTEE  ON 
EDUCATIONAL  ALLOWANCES 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  V,  Review  Procedure  and  Hearing 
Rules,  Station  Committee  on  Educational 
Allowances  that  on  July  22. 1976,  at  1:00 
p.m„  the  Des  Moines  Regional  Office 
Station  Committee  on  Educational  Al¬ 
lowances  shall  at  Room  1021,  Federal 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  1*3 — THURSDAY,  JUNE  24,  1976 


26086 


NOTICES 


Building,  210  Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309,  conduct  a  hearing  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  Veterans  Administration 
benefits  to  all  eligible  persons  enrolled  at 
the  Academy  of  Radio  and  Television, 
1304  State  Street,  Bettendorf,  Iowa 
52722,  should  be  discontinued,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  38  C.F.R.  21.4134,  because  a  re¬ 
quirement  of  law  is  not  being  met  or  a 
provision  of  the  law  has  been  violated. 
All  Interested  persons  shall  be  permitted 
to  attend,  appear  before,  or  file  state¬ 
ments  with  the  committee  at  that  time 
and  place. 

Dated:  June  17, 1976. 

Robert  L.  Winters, 
Director. 

1  ]FR  Doc.76-18381  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


(Notice  No.  77] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 
ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

June  21, 1976. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
Hie  hearings  will  be  cm  the  Issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponement  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

UC  123407  (Sub  283),  Sawyer  Transport,  Inc. 
now  being  assigned  September  21,  1976  (2 
days)  at  Chicago,  Illinois  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  114632  (Sub  84),  Apple  Lines,  Inc.  now 
being  assigned  September  23.  1976  (2  days) 
at  Chicago,  Illinois  In  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  121449  (Sub-No.  3),  Cargo  Carriers,  The. 
now  assigned  July  26,  1976,  at  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif,  will  be  held  In  the  DA  Tax 
Court  Room,  Federal  Building  A  Court¬ 
house  450  Golden  Gate  Avenue  Instead  of 
Room  13025,  Federe&l  Building,  450  Golden 
Gate  Avenue. 

MC  128720  (Sub-No.  3),  Giannini  Trucking 
Co.,  Inc.  application  dismissed. 

MC  25798  (Sub-No.  278),  Clay  Hyder  Truck¬ 
ing  Line,  Inc.,  MC  138635  (Sub-No.  21). 
Carolina-Western  Express,  Inc.,  and  MC 
139495  (Sub-No.  128),  National  Carriers, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  August  2,  1976,  will  be 
held  in  the  D.S.  Tax  Court  Room,  Federal 
Building  and  Courthouse,  450  Golden  Gate 
Avenue. 

MC-C-8829,  Osborne  West,  Ltd.,  and  West 
Transportation  Inc.,  Investigation  of  Oper¬ 
ations  and  Practices  and  Revocation  of 
Certificates,  now  assigned  July  28.  1976,  at 
San  Francisco,  Calif,  will  be  held  In  the 
DA.  Tax  Court  Room,  Federal  Building  A 
Courthouse,  450  Golden  Gate  Avenue. 

AB  12  (Sub-No.  15),  Southern  Pacific  Trans¬ 
portation  Company  Abandonment  Be¬ 
tween  Colusa  &  Orbend,  In  Colusa  and 
Glenn  Counties,  California,  now  assigned 
July  20,  1976.  at  Colusa,  Calif,  will  be  held 
in  the  Justice  Court  Room,  Colusa  County 
Courthouse.  546  Jay  Street. 

MC-F  12715,  Ovemlte  Transportation  Oo. — 
Purchase  (Portion) — Kent  Freight  Lines. 
Inc.  now  being  aslgned  October  4,  1976  at 


the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  In 
Washington,  D.C. 

MC  113908  (Sub-No.  365),  Erickson  Trans¬ 
port  Corporation,  transfered  to  Modified 
Procedure. 

MC  29623  (Sub-No.  32).  Southeastern  Stage, 
Inc.  transfered  to  Modified  Procedure. 

MC-C-8958,  Global  Van  Lines,  Inc.— Investi¬ 
gation  and  Revocation  of  Certificates,  now 
assigned  July  7,  1976,  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
Is  postponed  Indefinitely. 

MC  123407  (Sub-No.  292),  Sawyer  Transport. 
Inc.  application  dismissed. 

MC  10761  (Sub-Nos.  266,  268,  274,  184,  240, 
246,  247.  249,  253.  256.  254,  257,  259,  and 
260)  Trans  am  erican  Freight  Lines,  Inc. 
now  being  assigned  September  27,  1976 
(I  week)  at  Chicago,  Illinois  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  105813  (Sub  212),  Belford  Trucking  Co., 
Inc.  and  MC  116763  (Sub  341  Carl  Subler 
Trucking,  Inc.  now  being  assigned  July  15, 
1976  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  In  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  69120  (Sub  38),  Eazor  Express,  Inc.  now 
being  assigned  September  20, 1976  (1  week) 
at  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-18407  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


(Section  Sa  Application  No.  63;  (Amdt.  No. 

2)1 

BULK  CARRIERS 
Agreement 

June  16, 1976. 

Hie  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  an 
application  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding  for  approval  of  amendments  to 
the  agreement  therein  approved. 

Filed  May  11.  1976  by:  Joseph  M. 
Harrison,  General  Manager,  Bulk  Car¬ 
rier  Conference,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2566,  Ar¬ 
lington.  VA  22202.  Leonard  A.  Jaskle- 
wicz,  Grove,  Jaskiewicz,  Gilliam  and  Co- 
bert,  1730  M  St.,  N.W.,  Suite  501,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036,  Attorney  for  Appli¬ 
cants. 

The  amendments  involve:  (1)  Changes 
to  comply  with  Ex  Parte  297:  and  (2) 
Organizational  revisions  in  bylaws  to 
provide  for  regular  meetings  of  the  Board 
of  Directors  (Article  2,  paragraph  2.31), 
authorize  a  General  Manager  who  is  not 
a  director  to  also  serve  as  Secretary  as 
well  as  Vice  President  (Article  4,  para¬ 
graph  4.1),  Require  the  monthly  finan¬ 
cial  report  be  made  to  the  Board  of  Di¬ 
rectors,  Instead  of  to  the  Treasurer  (Ar¬ 
ticle  4,  paragraph  4.25) ,  and  Permit  con¬ 
tractual  expenditures  of  less  than  $2,500 
without  approval  of  the  Board  of  Direc¬ 
tors,  in  lieu  of  $1,000  (Article  5,  para¬ 
graph  5.1). 

The  complete  application  may  be  in¬ 
spected  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission, 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  to  pro¬ 
test  and  participate  in  this  proceeding 
6hall  notify  the  Commission  in  writing 
within  20  days  from  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  As  provided  by  the  General  Rules 
of  Practice  of  the  Commission,  persons 
other  than  applicants  should  fully  dis¬ 
close  their  interest  and  the  position  they 
intend  to  take  with  respect  to  the  appli¬ 
cation.  Otherwise,  the  Commission,  in  its 
discretion,  may  proceed  to  investigate 
and  determine  the  matters  involved  in 


such  application,  without  further  or  for¬ 
mal  hearing. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-18410  Filed  6-23-76;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  281] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

The  following  publications  include  mo¬ 
tor  carrier,  water  carrier,  broker,  and 
freight  forwarder  transfer  applications 
filed  under  section  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  contains  a  statement 
by  applicants  that  there  will  be  no  sig¬ 
nificant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the  hu¬ 
man  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application. 

Protests  against  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication,  which  may  include  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  July  26,  1976. 
Failure  seasonably  to  file  a  protest  will 
be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition 
and  participation  in  the  proceeding.  A 
protest  must  be  served  upon  applicants’ 
represen tatlve(s),  or  applicants  (if  no 
such  representative  is  named),  and  the 
Protestant  must  certify  that  such  serv¬ 
ice  has  been  made. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  the  signed 
original  and  six  copies  of  the  protest 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission.  All 
protests  must  specify  with  particularity 
the  factual  basis,  and  the  section  of  the 
Act,  or  the  applicable  rule  governing  the 
proposed  transfer  which  protestant  be¬ 
lieves  would  preclude  approval  of  the 
application.  If  the  protest  contains  a  re¬ 
quest  for  oral  hearing,  the  request  shall 
be  supported  by  an  explanation  as  to  why 
the  evidence  sought  to  be  presented  can¬ 
not  reasonably  be  submitted  through  the 
use  of  affidavits.  • 

The  operating  rights  set  forth  below 
are  in  synopses  form,  but  are  deemed 
sufficient  to  place  Interested  persons  on 
notice  of  the  proposed  transfer. 

No.  MC-FC-35471 ,  filed  May  28,  1976. 
Lessee:  D  &  D  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
P.O.  Box  10235,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas 
78410.  Lessor:  GULF  COAST  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  316,  Win¬ 
nie,  Texas  77665.  Applicants’  representa¬ 
tive:  William  D.  Lynch,  P.O.  Box  912, 
Austin,  Texas  78767.  Authority  sought 
for  lease  by  lessee  of  the  operating  rights 
of  lessor,  as  set  forth  In  Certificate  of 
Registration  No.  MC-121587  issued  No¬ 
vember  30,  1966,  evidencing  a  right  to 
engage  in  transportation  corresponding 
in  scope  to  Certificate  of  Convenience 
and  Necessity  No.  5217  dated  September 
8,  1964,  reissued  pursuant  to  transfer  by 
the  Railroad  Commission  of  Texas  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  oilfield 
equipment,  pipe,  and  various  specified 
commodities  between  specified  points. 
Lessee  presently  holds  no  authority 
from  this  Commission.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-FC-76535,  filed  June  7,  1976. 
Transferee:  PACIFIC  MOVERS,  INC., 
4600  Stuart  Way,  Anchorage,  Alaska 
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99503.  Transferor:  LEO  E.  SCHLOT- 
FELDT,  doing  business  as  PACIFIC  MOV¬ 
ERS,  4600  Stuart  Way,  Anchorage,  Alaska 
99503.  Applicants’  representative:  John 
M.  Stem,  Jr.,  Attorney,  P.O.  Box  1672, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99510.  Authority 
sought  for  purchase  by  transferee  of  the 
operating  rights  of  transferor,  as  set 
forth  in  Certificate  No.  MC-129850  issued 
November  22,  1968,  as  follows:  household 
-goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Alaska  within  25  miles 
of  Anchorage,  including  Anchorage. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authority  ' 
from  this  Commission.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(b> . 

No.  MC-FC-76547,  filed  June  6,  1976. 
Transferee:  TERMINAL  OPERATIONS, 

•  INC.,  221  Hartford  Cutoff,  Shrewsbury, 
Massachusetts  01545.  Transferor:  SHOE 
CITY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  325  N.  Montello 
Street,  Brockton,  Massachusetts  02403. 
Applicants’  representative:  Francis  E. 
Barrett,  Jr.  (for  Transferee),  10  Indus¬ 
trial  Park  Road,  Hingham,  Massachu¬ 
setts  02043.  Francis  P.  Barrett  (for 
Transferor),  60  Adams  Street,  Milton, 
Massachusetts  02186.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  transferee  of  the  oper¬ 
ating  rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in 
Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC- 
109561  (Sub-No.  2)  Issued  March  26, 
1964,  evidencing  a  right  to  engage  in  op¬ 
erations  corresponding  in  scope  with  Ir¬ 
regular  Route  Common  Carrier  Certif¬ 
icate  No.  5639  dated  March  7, 1949,  issued 
by  the  Massachusetts  Department  of 
Public  Utilities  which  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities 
anywhere  within  the  Commonwealth. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authority 
from  this  Commission.  Application  for 
temporary  authority  under  Section  210a 
(b)  was  denied  May  19,  1976. 

No.  MC-FC-76556.  filed  May  3,  1976. 
Transferee:  STATION  WAGON  SERV¬ 
ICE,  INC.,  Minnisink  Road,  Totowa,  New 
Jersey  07512.  Transferor:  HARRY’S  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  499  Central  Avenue,  New 
Providence,  New  Jersey  07974.  Appli¬ 
cants’  representative:  Robert  B.  Pepper 
(for  Transferor),  168  Woodbridge  Ave., 
Highland  Park,  N.J.  08904.  George  A. 
Olsen  (for  Transferee) ,  69  Tonnele  Ave., 
Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  transferee  of  a  portion  of 
the  operating  rights  of  transferor,  as  set 
forth  in  Certificate  No.  MC-75627,  issued 
October  23,  1967,  as  follows:  General 
commodities,  with  exceptions,  between 
New  York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Passaic,  Bergen, 
and  Essex  Counties,  N.J.  Transferee  is 
presently  authorized  to  operated  as  a 
common  carrier  of  passengers  under  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC-139635.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a (b) . 

No.  MC-PC-76577,  filed  May  28,  1976. 
Transferee:  HOLIDAY  TRAVEL,  INC., 
1825  Brackett  Avenue,  Eau  Claire,  Wis¬ 
consin  54701.  Transferor:  AL  HOWARD 
ESPESETH  and  C.  J.  ESPESETH,  a 
partnership,  doing  business  as  AL 
HOWARD  PROPERTIES,  2411  Skeels 
Avenue,  Eau  Claire.  Wisconsin  54701. 
Applicants’  representative:  David  L. 
Steele,  1901  Brackett  Avenue,  Eau  Claire, 
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Wisconsin  54701.  Application  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  License  No. 
MC-130281  issued  July  28,  1975,  to  trans¬ 
feror,  authorizing  it  to  engage  in  oper¬ 
ations  as  a  broker  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  special  and  charter  oper¬ 
ations,  in  all  expense  tours,  between  Eau 
Claire,  Wls.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii).  Transferee 
presently  holds  no  authority  from  this 
Commission. 

No.  MC-FC-76618  filed  June  6,  1976. 
Transferee:  SUN  SET  STAGES,  INC., 
324  Sycamore  Street.  Abilene,  Texas. 
79602.  Transferor:  LENA  H.  MAHAF- 
FAY,  doing  business  as  OILFIELD  BUS 
LINES,  P.O.  Box  919.  San  Angelo,  Texas, 
76901.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mike 
Cotten,  P.O.  Box  1148,  Austin,  Texas, 
78767.  Authority  sought  for  purchase  by 
transferee  of  the  operating  rights  of 
transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Certificate  No. 
MC-73847,  issued  August  31,  1961,  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express,  and  newspapers,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  between  Sonora, 
Tex.,  and  San  Angelo,  Tex.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  between  Del  Rio, 
Tex.,  and  Sonora,  Tex.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  Transferee  is  presently 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  under  Certificate  No.  MC-84780.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  not  been  filed  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

I FR  Doc.76-18408  FUed  8-23-76:8:45  am) 


[Notice  No.  282] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

June  24,  1976. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  Section  210a(b)  in  con¬ 
nection  with  transfer  application  under 
Section  212a (b)  In  connection  with 
transfer  application  under  Section  212a 
(b)  and  Transfer  Rules,  49  CFR  Part 
1132: 

No.  MC-FC-76633.  By  application  filed 
June  18,  1976,  THE  FREE  ENTERPRISE 
SYSTEM.  INC.,  819  Cedar  Bough,  New 
Albany,  IN.,  47150,  seeks  temporary  au¬ 
thority  to  lease  the  operating  rights  of 
DAISY  LINE,  INC.,  1209  Vincennes  St., 
New  Albany,  IN.,  47150,  under  section 
210a(b).  The  transfer  to  THE  FREE 
ENTERPRISE  SYSTEM,  INC.,  Of  the 
operating  rights  of  DAISY  LINE,  INC., 
is  presently  pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

| FR  Doc  76-18409  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am] 


[Volume  No.  36] 

PERMANENT  AUTHORITY  PETITIONS, 
ET  AL 

June  18,  1976. 

In  the  matter  of  permanent  authority 
petitions  and  applications;  finance  mat¬ 
ters  (including  temporary  authorities) ; 
railroad  abandonments;  alternate  route 
deviation  letter-notices;  and  intrastate 
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applications  concurrently  seeking  au¬ 
thority  on  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce. 

Petitions  for  Modification,  Interpreta¬ 
tion  or  Reinstatement  of  Operating 

Rights  Authority 

The  following  petitions  seek  modifica¬ 
tion  or  interpretation  of  existing  operat¬ 
ing  rights  authority,  or  reinstatement  of 
terminated  operating  rights  authority. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests  to 
the  granting  of  the  requested  authority 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  within 
30  days  after  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Register  notice.  Such  protest  shall  com¬ 
ply  with  Special  Rule  247  (d)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  §  1100.247) 1  and  shall  include  a  con¬ 
cise  statement  of  protestant’s  interest 
in  the  proceeding  and  copies  of  its  con¬ 
flicting  authorities.  Verified  statements 
in  opposition  should  not  be  tendered  at 
this  time.  A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be 
served  concurrently  upon  petitioner’s 
representative,  or  petitioner  if  no  rep¬ 
resentative  is  named. 

No.  MC  12821  (Notice  of  filing  of  peti¬ 
tion  for  modification  of  brokers  license) 
filed  April  19. 1976.  Petitioner:  WILliAM 
DANIEL  DIPPERT,  doing  business  as 
DAN  DIPPERT’S  TRAVEL  SERVICE, 
103  Mesquite,  Arlington,  Tex.  76107.  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  representative:  S.  Harrison 
Kahn,  Suite  733  Investment  Bldg.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20005.  Petitioner’s  holds  a 
license  to  engage  in  operations  as  a 
broker,  in  Interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  at  Fort  Worth.  Tex.,  in  No.  MC 
12821,  issued  February  19,  1976,  to  sell  or 
offer  to  sell  the  transportation  of  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  between 
points  in  Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States, 
including  Alaska,  but  excepting  Hawaii, 
limited  to  transportation  beginning  or 
terminating  at  points  in  Texas. 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  add  Arlington,  Tex.  as  an  additional 
point  at  which  it  is  authorized  to  en¬ 
gage  in  the  above  operations. 

No.  MC  128988  (Sub-Nos.  3  and  28) 
(Notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  modify 
commodity  description)  filed  October  24. 
1975.  Petitioner:  JO/KEL,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1249,  City  of  Industry,  Calif.  91749.  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  representative:  William  J.  Mon- 
heim,  P.O.  Box  1756,  Whittier.  Calif. 
90609.  Petitioner  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  Permits  in  No.  MC  128988  (Sub- 
Nos.  3  and  28) ,  issued  October  16, 1975  and 
March  3,  1975,  respectively,  authorizing 
transportation  (1>  in  MC  128988  (Sub- 
No.  3)  over  irregular  routes,  of  (a) 
upholstery  or  carpet  tacking  rims  or 
strips,  nails,  adhesive  cement,  mechanic 
hand  tools,  and  advertising  materials, 
racks,  and  stands  therefor,  from  City  of 
Industry,  Calif.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebarska,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Wisconsin,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania. 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  Maine,  Delaware, 


‘Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D  C.  20423. 

24,  1976 
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Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Tennessee,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama,  Mississippi, 
Florida,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Louisiana,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia;  and  (b)  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
described  above,  from  points  in  the 
above-named  destination  states,  to  City 
of  Industry,  Calif.,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Taylor  Industries,  a  division 
of  Consolidated  Foods  Corporation;  and 
(2)  in  MC  128988  (Sub-No.  28)  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  of  (a)  upholstery  and  car¬ 
pet  tacking  rims  and  strips,  nails,  ad¬ 
hesive  cement,  mechanic  hand  tools,  and 
advertising  materials,  racks,  arid  stand 
therefor,  from  City  of  Industry,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  Oregon,  Washington,  Idaho, 
Nevada,  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Utah, 
Colorado,  Wyoming,  and  Montana;  and 
(b)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  described  in  (1) 
above,  from  points  in  the  above-named 
destination  states  to  City  of  Industry, 
Calif.,  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  commodities  in  bulk,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts,  with  Tay¬ 
lor  Industries,  Division  of  Consolidated 
Foods  Corporation. 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  modify  the  commodity  description  in 
part  (a)  of  both  (Sub  3)  and  (Sub  28), 
so  as  to  read:  “(a)  Commodities,  manu¬ 
factured  or  distributed  by  Taylor  Indus¬ 
tries,  Division  of  Consolidated  Foods 
Corporation.”  Part  (b)  of  both  Permits 
remain  the  same. 

No.  MC  138411  (Sub-No.  2)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  permit)  filed 
March  10,  1976.  Petitioner:  SPRUCE 
RIVER  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  345  Made¬ 
line  Street,  Thunder  Bay,  Ontario.  Peti¬ 
tioner  holds  a  contract  carrier  permit  in 
No.  MC-138411  (Sub-No.  2),  issued  April 
25,  1974,  authorizing  transportation  over 
Irregular  routes,  of  Lumber  and  wood 
products,  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles) ,  (1)  from  ports  of  entry  on 
the  International  boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  located  at 
points  in  Michigan  and  at  or  near  Grand 
Portage,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wis¬ 
consin;  and  (2)  from  points  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin  to  the  port  of  entry  on  the  Interna¬ 
tional  boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  located  at  or  near 
Grand  Portage,  Minn.,  under  a  contin¬ 
uing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  Spruce 
River  Lumber  Company,  Inc.,  of  Thunder 
Bay,  and  Kimberly-Clark  of  Canada, 
Limited,  of  Terrance  Bay. 

By  the  Instant  petitioner,  petitioner 
seeks  to  (1)  add  particleboard  to  the 
commodity  description,  and  (2)  and 
Weldwood  of  Canada,  Limited,  as  an  ad¬ 
ditional  contracting  shipper. 

No.  MC  139381  (Notice  of  filing  of 
petition  to  modify  territorial  description) 
filed  June  8,  1976.  Petitioner:  SPIRIT 
OF  ’76  OVERLAND  EXPRESS,  INC.,  6726 
Mochican  Tran,  Pent  Wayne,  Ind.  46804. 
Petitioner  holds  a  contract  carrier  per¬ 
mit  in  No.  MC-1 39381,  Issued  Novem- 
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ber  26,  1974,  authorizing  transportation 
over  irregular  routes,  of  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
foodstuffs,  and  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives)  .  from  the  facilities  of  Essex  Inter¬ 
national,  Inc.,  located  at  point  in  Michi¬ 
gan,  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  and  Washington, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Essex  International,  Inc.  located 
at  Fort  Wayne,  Ind. 

By  the  instant  petition  the  petitioner 
seeks  to  (1)  add  the  facilities  of  Fisk 
Brothers  Refining  Company  as  an  addi¬ 
tional  contracting  shipper,  and  (2)  add 
Paducah,  Ky.,  as  an  additional  origin 
point.  The  rest  of  the  application  is  to 
remain  the  same. 

Republications  or  Grants  or  Operating 

Rights  Authority  Prior  to  Certifica¬ 
tion 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by  Or¬ 
der  of  the  Commission  to  Indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over  that 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  authority  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  this  Federal  Register 
notice.  Such  protest  shall  comply  with 
Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the  Commission's 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
S  1100.247)  addressing  specifically  the 
issue(s)  indicated  as  the  purpose  for  re¬ 
publication,  and  including  a  concise 
statement  of  Protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proceeding  and  copies  of  its  conflicting 
authorities.  Verified  statements  in  oppo¬ 
sition  shall  not  be  tendered  at  this  time. 
A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  the  carrier’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  carrier  if  no  representative 
is  named. 

No.  MC  114334  (Sub-No.  32)  (Repub¬ 
lication),  filed  September  8,  1975,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  October  2,  1975,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  BUILDERS  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  3710  Tulane 
Road.  Memphis,  Tenn.  38116.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Dale  Woodall,  900  Mem¬ 
phis  Bank  Bldg.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38103. 
An  Order  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  1,  dated  May  18,  1976 
and  served  May  19,  1976,  finds  that  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operations  by  appli¬ 
cant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes  in  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  iron  and  steel  articles 
(except  in  bulk)  from  (a)  Newport,  Ark., 
and  Harrlman  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to 
Calvert  City.  Ky.,  and  (b)  Harrlman, 
Tenn.,  to  Hope,  Ark.;  that  applicant  is 
fit,  willing,  and  able  property  to  perform 
such  service  and  to  conform  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  indicate  appli¬ 
cant’s  grant  of  authority  to  perform  in¬ 
bound  services. 

No.  MC  140546  (Sub-No.  1)  (Repub¬ 
lication)  ,  filed  August  25,  1975,  and  pub- 
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llshed  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
September  25,  1975,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  ROADHOUND  TRUCK 
COMPANY,  811  Hale  St.,  Osceola,  Ark. 
72370.  Applicant’s  representative:  Dale 
Woodall,  900  Memphis  Bank  Building, 
Memphis,  Tenn.  38103.  An  Order  of  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  Number  1, 
dated  May  18,  1976  and  served  May  19, 
1976,  finds  that  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  re¬ 
quire  operations  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  in  the  transportation  of  material 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
iron  and  steel  articles  (except  in  bulk) 
from  (a)  Newsport,  Ark.,  and  Harrlman 
and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Calvert  City, 
Ky.,  and  (b)  Harriman,  Tenn.,  to  Hope, 
Ark.;  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service  and 
to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  there¬ 
under.  The  purpose  of  this  re  publication 
is  to  Indicate  applicant’s  grant  of  au¬ 
thority  to  perform  inbound  services. 

Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water  Carrier 

and  Freight  Forwarder  Operating 

Rights  Applications 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practices  (49 
CFR  $  1100.247).  These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to 
the  granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Failure  to  seasonably  to  file  a 
protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver 
of  opposition  and  participation  in  the 
proceeding.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  section  247(d)  (3) 
of  the  rules  of  practice  which  requires 
that  it  set  forth  specifically  the  grounds 
upon  which  it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed 
statement  of  protestant's  interest  in  the 
proceeding  (including  a  copy  of  the 
specific  portions  of  its  authority  which 
protestant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with 
that  sought  in  the  application,  and  de¬ 
scribing  in  detail  the  method — whether 
by  Joinder,  Interline,  or  other  means — 
by  which  protestant  would  use  such  au¬ 
thority  to  provide  all  or  part  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  proposed),  and  shall  specify  with 
particularity  the  facts,  matters,  and 
things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not  include 
Issues  or  allegations  phrased  generally. 
Protests  not  in  reasonable  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  rules  may 
be  rejected.  The  original  and  one  copy  of 
the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative,  or  applicant  if  no  representative 
Is  named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  re¬ 
quest  for  oral  hearing,  such  requests 
shall  meet  the  requirement*  of  section 
247(d)  (4)  of  the  special  rules,  and  shall 
Include  the  certification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not 
Intend  timely  to  prosecute  its  applica¬ 
tion  shall  promptly  request  dismissal 
thereof,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  procedures  ordered  ber 
24,  1*76 
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the  Commission  will  result  In  dismissal 
of  the  application. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served 
on  each  party  of  record.  Broadwing 
amendments  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive  amend¬ 
ments  will  not  be  entertained  following 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of  a 
notice  that  the  proceeding  has  been  as¬ 
signed  for  oral  hearing. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  808  (Sub-No.  49> ,  filed  May  18. 
1976.  Applicant:  ANCHOR  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  21111  Chagrin  Blvd., 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44122.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100  National 
City  Bank  Bldg.,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44114. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  New  auto¬ 
mobiles,  new  trucks,  new  chassis,  auto¬ 
mobile  parts,  and  automobile  show  equip¬ 
ment,  in  initial  movements,  in  truckaway 
service,  from  the  plantsite  of  General 
Motors  Corporation  located  at  Janesville, 
Wia.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maine.  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire.  New  Jersey.  New  York.  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts  with  General  Motors 
Corporation. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington. 
DO. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  511),  filed 
May  19,  1976.  Applicant:  ROADWAY 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  P.O. 
Box  471,  Akron,  Ohio  44309.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  O.  Turney,  7101 
Wisconsin  Ave.,  Suite  1010,  Washington, 
D.C.  20014.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
livestock,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  the  terminal  site  of  Roadway  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Newburgh, 
N.Y.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  presently  authorized  reg¬ 
ular-route  operations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  512),  filed  May 
19.  1976.  Applicant:  ROADWAY  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box 
471,  Akron,  Ohio  44309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  O.  Turney,  7101 
Wisconsin  Ave.,  Suite  1010,  Washington, 
D.C.  20014.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
livestock,  household  goods  as  defined  by 


the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
serving  the  plantsite  of  Spark-O-Matlc, 
located  at  or  near  Milford.  Pa.,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant's  presently  authorized  regular  route 
operations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  bo  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Harrisburg,  Pa.  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  5470  (Sub-No.  107),  filed  May 

18,  1976.  Applicant:  TAJON,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  146,  Mercer,  Pa.  16137.  Applicant's 
representative:  Don  Cross,  700  World 
Center  Bldg.,  918  16th  St.  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Silicon  carbide,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  Binghamton  and  Kendaia,  N.Y.,  to 
Baltimore,  Md.;  Dearborn,  Mich.;  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  11207  (Sub-No.  373),  filed  May 

19,  1976.  Applicant:  DEATON,  INC.,  317 
Avenue  W,  P.O.  Box  938,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35201.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kim  D.  Mann,  702  World  Center  Build¬ 
ing,  918  Sixteenth  St.  N-W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 

^as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 

'over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Mineral  fiber,  mineral  fiber  products  and 
insulating  materials,  from  the  facilities 
of  the  United  States  Gypsum  Company, 
located  at  Birmingham,  Ala.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee  and 
Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Birmingham,  Ala.  or  Atlanta,  Qa. 

No.  MC  14713  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  May 
12,  1976.  Applicant:  L.  DAVIS  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  2518  38th  Avenue,  Long 
Island  City,  N.Y.  11101.  Applicant’s  rep- 
representative:  Michael  R.  Werner,  2 
West  45th  Street,  New  York.  N.Y. 
10036.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Rugs  and  carpets,  between  points  in 
the  New  York  Commercial  Zone,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Hunterdon,  Mercer,  Middlesex,  Mon¬ 
mouth,  Morris,  Somerset,  Sussex,  and 
Warren  Counties,  N.J.,  points  in  Orange, 
Putnam  and  Rockland  Counties,  N.Y., 
and  points  in  Fairfield  County,  Conn. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  It  Intends  to 
tack  the  requested  authority  above  with  Its 
existing  Irregular  route  authority  at  New 
York.  N.Y.,  Hoboken,  Jersey  City,  and  Wee- 
hawken,  NJ..  to  provide  service  on  the  re¬ 
quested  commodities  between  points  in  the 
New  York  Commercial  Zone,  points  In  Con¬ 
necticut,  New  Jersey,  and  New  York.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  23441  (Sub-No.  21)  filed  June 
1,  1976.  Applicant:  LAY  TRUCKING 
COMPANY.  INC.,  1312  Lake  Street,  La- 


Porte,  Ind.  46350.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  One  Indiana 
Square,  Suite  2465,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
T actors,  mowers,  tractor  cultivators,  ag¬ 
ricultural  implements,  trailers,  and  at¬ 
tachments  and  accessories  for  use  with 
the  tractors  and  snow  removal  equip¬ 
ment;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above  (except  in  bulk),  between 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  on  the  one  hand,  anu, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Hawaii),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Allis  Chalmers  Corporation,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
I1L 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  569)  filed  May 
17,  1976.  Applicant:  KROBLIN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
5000,  2125  Commercial  Street,  Water¬ 
loo,  Iowa  50702.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  P.  Rhodes  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  sis  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  (1) 
from  Waterloo  and  Columbus  Junction, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Kentucky:  and  (2) 
from  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Ohio  and  Michigan,  restricted  to 
shipments  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
the  Rath  Packing  Company  and/or 
Stark  Wetzel  Packing  Co.  in  (1)  Md  (2) 
above  and  destined  to  the  named  states. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  42828  (Sub-No.  11).  filed  May 
5.  1976.  Applicant:  THEODORE  ROSSI 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  9  South  Vine 
Street,  Barre,  Vt.  05641.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  W.  Conner,  431  Keith 
Avenue,  Akron,  Ohio  44313.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Reclassified  silicon  car¬ 
bide,  from  Barre,  Vt.,  and  points  within 
15  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey  and  those  points  in  New  York  and 
Pennsylvania  on  and  each  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Maryland-Pennsylvanla 
State  Boundary  line  located  at  or  near 
Shrewsbury,  Pa.,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  83  to  Harrisburg,  Pa., 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  81  to 
the  International  Boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C,  Barre,  Vt,  or  Akron.  Ohio. 

No.  MC  52574  (Sub-No.  52).  filed  May 
14,  1976.  Applicant:  ELIZABETH 

FREIGHT  FORWARDING  CORP„  120 
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South  20th  Street,  Irvington,  N.J.  07111, 
Applicant’s  representative:  Edward  F. 
Bowes,  P.O.  Box  1409,  167  Fairfield 
Road,  Fairfield,  N.J.  07006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier , 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Bakery  products,  (a) 
from  Totowa,  N.J.,  to  Easton  and  Ha¬ 
gerstown,  Md„  Cleveland  and  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio,  Boiling  Springs,  Pa„  and 
Norfolk,  Va„  and  (b)  from  Irvington 
and  Wayne,  N.J.,  to  Altoona  and  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  (2)  cardboard,  from  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.  and  Chambersburg,  Pa.,  to 
Totowa,  N.J.;  and  (3)  pan  grease,  from 
Carnegie,  Pa.,  to  Totowa,  N.J.,  restricted 
in  (l)(a),  (2)  and  (3)  above  to  services 
performed  pursuant  to  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  8.  B.  Thomas,  Inc. 
and  further  restricted  in  (1)  (b)  above 
to  services  performed  pursuant  to  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Drake 
Bakeries,  Division  of  Borden,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Newark, 
N.J.  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  52709  (Sub-No.  340),  filed 
May  18,  1976.  Applicant:  RINGSBY 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  3980  Quebec 
Street,  P.O.  Box  7240,  Denver,  Colo. 
80207.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don 
Bryce  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs,  serving 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Pepperidge  Farm,  Incorporated,  located 
at  or  near  Richmond,  Utah,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  presently  authorized  regular- 
route  operations  at  Ogden,  Utah. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  or  Denver,  Oolo. 

No.  MC  53908  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  May 
18,  1976.  Applicant:  E.  B.  LIBE,  INC., 
160  Broad  Street,  Philllpsburg,  N.J. 
08865.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
W.  Frame,  Box  626,  2207  Old  Gettysburg 
Road,  Camp  Hill,  Pa.  17011.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Roofing,  less  than  V* 
Inch  thick  or  corrugated  or  crimped, 
other  than  shingles,  combined  with  cel¬ 
lular  or  expanded  plastic  insulation,  with 
or  without  paper,  foil  or  film  backing, 
(2)  roofing  or  siding,  aluminum,  less  than 
%  inch,  fiat  or  corrugated  or  crimped, 
other  than  shingles,  not  combined  with 
other  materials;  and  (3)  aluminum  sus¬ 
pension  articles,  from  the  plantsite  or 
facilities  of  Kaiser  Aluminum  and 
Chemical  Sales,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Port 
Carbon,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey 
and  New  York. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

No.  MC  61592  (Sub-No.  386),  filed 
May  19,  1976.  Applicant:  JENKINS 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  697,  R.R. 
No.  3,  Jeffersonville,  Ind.  47130.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  A.  DeVine,  101 
First  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  737,  Moline,  HI. 


61265.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Trac¬ 
tors,  mowers,  tractor  cultivators,  agricul¬ 
tural  implements,  trailers,  and  attach¬ 
ments  and  accessories  for  use  with  trac¬ 
tors  and  snow  removal  equipment;  and 
(2)  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  named  in  (1) 
above  (except  in  bulk) ,  between  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Wis.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Hawaii) ,  restricted  to  traffic  origin¬ 
ating  at,  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
Allis  Chalmers  Corporation,  located  at 
or  near  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Note. — Applicant  states  it  presently  holds 
identical  authority  from  and  to  the  sup¬ 
porting  shipper's  faculties  at  Port  Washing¬ 
ton,  Wis.,  approximately  16  miles  from  Mil¬ 
waukee  Applicant  also  states  it  intends  to 
combine  shipments  on  the  same  truck  load 
from  or  two,  two  or  more  of  the  shipper’s 
facilities  located  in  Milwaukee  and  Port 
Washington,  Wis.  Common  control  may  be 
Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  69116  (Sub-No.  185) ,  filed  May 
19,  1976.  Applicant:  SPECTOR 

FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  1050  King- 
ery  Highway,  Bensenville,  Ill.  60106.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Edward  G. 
Bazelon,  39  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.  60603.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment) ,  serv¬ 
ing  the  plantsite  and  facilities  of  St. 
Regis  Paper  Company,  located  at  or  near 
Bucksport,  Maine,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  applicant's  presently 
authorized  regular-route  operations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  HI.  or  Washington,  D.C.  - 

No.  MC  79142  (Sub-No.  9) ,  filed  May 
14.  1976.  Applicant:  T  &  T  TRUCKING 
k  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  43-66 
54th  Road,  Maspeth,  N.Y.  11378.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel, 
Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Crude  rubber,  from  Pedricktown  and 
Trenton,  N.J.,  to  Farmingdale  and  Free¬ 
port,  N.Y. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  949) ,  filed  May 
17,  1976.  Applicant:  WATKINS  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  1144  West  Griffin  Road, 
P.O.  Box  1636,  Lakeland,  Fla.  33802.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Benjy  W. 
Fincher  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs,  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles),  from  Avery  Island,  Thibodaux, 


Opelousas,  St.  Martinville  and  New 
Orleans,  La.  and  Collinsville,  HL,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas. 
California,  Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Wisconsin  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  New 
Orleans,  La.;  Tampa,  Fla.,  or  Washington. 
D.C. 

No.  MC  99427  (Sub-No.  29) ,  filed  May 
18,  1976.  Applicant:  ARIZONA  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  3200  Ruan  Center,  666 
Grand  Avenue,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  Check,  P.O. 
Box  855,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50304.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Sulfuric  acid, 
in  bulk,  (a)  from  San  Manuel,  Ariz.,  to 
points  in  Nevada;  and  (b)  from  Hidalgo 
County,  N.  Mex.,  to  points  in  Arizona 
New  Mexico  and  Texas;  and  (2)  hydro¬ 
fluoric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  to  Kokomo,  Ind. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Chicago. 
Ill.  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  320),  filed 
May  10,  1976.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666. 
Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Dean  Williamson,  280  Na¬ 
tional  Foundation  Life  Bldg.,  3535  N.W. 
58th  Street,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Foot- 
walks,  from  Gulfport,  Miss.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Nashville 
or  Memphis,  Tens. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub-No.  742),  filed 
May  18,  1976.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  525  South 
Main,  Tusla,  Okla.  74103.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Irvin  Tull  (Same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Buildings,  building  panels, 
building  parts  and  materials;  and  (2) 
accessories  and  supplies,  used  in  the  in¬ 
stallation,  erection,  and  construction  of 
buildings,  building  panels,  and  building 
parts  (except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Butler  Manufacturing  Company,  located 
at  or  near  Annville,  Lebanon  County, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 
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Non. — Common  oontrol  may  be  Involved. 
It  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  108393  (Sub-No.  102),  filed 
May  17,  1976.  Applicant:  SIGNAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SERVICE,  INC.,  201  East  Og¬ 
den  Avenue,  Hinsdale,  m.  60521.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100 
National  City  Bank  Building,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  44114.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Electrical  and  gas  appliances,  parts  of 
electrical  and  gas  appliances,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution,  and  repair  of 
electrical  and  gas  appliances,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  St.  Paul  and  Cottage  Grove, 
Minn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Danville,  Ky.;  Benton  Harbor,  De¬ 
troit,  and  St.  Joseph,  Mich.;  and  Cleve¬ 
land,  Clyde,  and  Findlay,  Ohio;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Cottage  Grove,  Minn.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Ft.  Smith,  Ark., 
Chicago.  Ill.;  Evansville  and  La  Porte, 
Ind.,  and  Marion,  Ohio;  (3)  from  Cot¬ 
tage  Grove,  Minn.,  to  Lombard,  HI.;  (4) 
from  St  Paul  and  Cottage  Grove,  Minn., 
to  Peoria,  HI.;  Indianapolis,  Ind.;  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.;  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  Charlotte 
and  Greensboro,  N.C.;  and  Cincinnati 
and  Columbus,  Ohio;  and  (5)  from 
Searcy,  Ark.;  Ottawa,  ni.;  Columbus, 
Ind.;  Cynthiana  and  Winchester,  Ky.; 
Waynesville,  N.C.;  Cambridge,  Ohio  and 
Anderson.  S.C.,  to  St.  Paul  and  Cottage 
Grove,  Minn.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  (l)-(5)  above 
with  Whirlpool  Corporation. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC ,109324  (Sub-No.  33).  filed  May 
17,  1976.  Applicant:  GARRISON  MO¬ 
TOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  Garrison  Place, 
P.O.  Box  969,  Harrison,  Ark.  72601.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Jay  C.  Miner 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  Memphis,  Tenn. 
and  Clinton,  Ark.:  (1)  From  Memphis, 
Tenn.  over  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
Conway,  Ark.  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  Clinton,  Ark.  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  (2)  from  Memphis,  Tenn. 
over  Interstate  Highway  55  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  64,  thence  over  U.8.  High¬ 
way  64  to  Conway,  Ark.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  65  to  Clinton,  Ark.  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  and  (3) 
from  Memphis,  Tenn.  over  Interstate 
Highway  55  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
64,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  64  to 
Searcy,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas 
Highway  36  to  junction  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  124,  thence  over  Arkansas  Highway 
124  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence 
over  U.8.  Highway  65  to  Clinton,  Ark. 
and  returrf  over  the  same  route,  as  an 
alternate  route  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only,  in  connection  with  appli¬ 


cant's  regular-route  operations,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  restricted  in  (1), 
(2>,  and  (3)  above  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  moving  between 
points  in  the  Memphis,  Tenn.  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other.  Little  Rock  and  Conway,  Ark. 
and  Springfield  and  Joplin,  Mo.,  and  the 
Commercial  Zones  thereof,  including 
shipments  originating  at  or  inter¬ 
changed  at  the  above-named  points,  and 
those  points  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mo. -East 
St.  Louis,  HI.  Commercial  Zone,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Little  Rock, 
Ark.  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  the  Com¬ 
mercial  Zones  thereof. 

Note. — Common  oontrol  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Harrison. 
Ark.,  or  Washington  D.C. 

No.  MC  109584  (Sub-No.  168),  filed 
May  13,  1976.  Applicant:  ARIZONA-PA¬ 
CIFIC  TANK  LINES.  3980  Quebec  Street, 
Denver,  Colo.  80207.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Don  Bryce  (Same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sul¬ 
furic  acid,  liquid  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  the  plantsite  of  Magma  Cop¬ 
per,  at  or  near  San  Manual,  Ariz.,  to 
points  in  Imperial,  Riverside,  and  San 
Bernardino  Counties,  Calif. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Los  Angeles  or 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1156),  filed 
May  17.  1976.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East 
Lancaster  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  200,  Down- 
ingtown.  Pa.  19335.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (Same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  the  plantsite  of  Witco  Chem¬ 
ical  Corporation  at  or  near  Houston. 
Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska,  Hawaii,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Houston,  Tex.  or  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  112123  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
May  24,  1976.  Applicant:  BEST  WAY 
TRANSPORTATION.  1624  South  Central 
Avenue,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85004.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Raymond  A.  Greene,  100 
Pine  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94111. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities,  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  Ui  bulk  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment),  between 
Kingman  and  Mineral  Park,  Ariz.,  over 
UJS.  Highway  93  and  unnumbered  coun¬ 
ty  road,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 


Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved, 
tf  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  held  at  either  Phoenix,  Arts, 
or  Las  Vegas,  Nev. 

No.  MC  112854  (Sub-No.  39).  filed 
May  17,  1976.  Applicant:  HOLLEBRAND 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Macedon  Center  Rd., 
P.O.  Box  164,  Ontario  Center.  N.Y.  14520. 
Applicant’s  representative:  S.  Michael 
Richards,  44  North  Avenue,  Webster, 
N.Y.  14580.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pal¬ 
lets  and  tote  boxes,  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
pallets  and  tote  boxes,  between  points  in 
Wayne  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
Ohio,  New  Jersey,  and  Vermont. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Syracuse  or  Rochester,  N.T. 

No.  MC  115730  (Sub-No.  15),  filed  May 
18.  1976.  Applicant:  THE  MICKOW 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  1774,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50306.  Applicant’s  representative:  Cecil 
L.  Goettsch,  1100  Des  Moines  Building, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Irrigation  systems  and  related 
equipment  and  supplies,  from  points  in 
Fillmore  and  Thayer  Counties,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  the  plantsltes  and 
facilities  of  Relnke  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany,  located  in  Fillmore  and  ITiayer 
Counties,  Nebr.;  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  In.  or  In 
connection  with,  the  manufacture  or  ir¬ 
rigation  systems  and  related  equipment 
and  supplies  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii)  ,  to  points  in  Fillmore  and  Thayer 
Counties,  Nebr.,  restricted  to  shipments 
destined  to  the  plantsites  and  facilities  of 
Reinke  Manufacturing  Company,  located 
in  Fillmore  and  Thayer  Counties,  Nebr. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  521),  filed 
May  17.  1976.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  Suite  200, 105  Vulcan  Rd.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham.  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  C.  E.  Wesley 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Aluminum  articles  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Fairmont, 
W.  Va.;  Oswego,  N.Y.;  and  Warren, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Louisiana,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of,  or  utilized 
by,  Alcan  Aluminum  Corp.,  Sheet  &  Plate 
Division,  and  destined  to  the  named  des¬ 
tination  points. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Cleveland. 
Ohio:  Washington,  D.C.;  or  Birmingham,  Ala. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  123— THURSDAY,  JUNE  24,  1976 


26092 


NOTICES 


No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  522),  filed 
May  17,  1976.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  Suite  200,  105  Vulcan  Rd.,  P.O. 
Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  S5202.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Terry  P.  Wil¬ 
son  (Same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Such  merchan¬ 
dise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail, 
and  chain  grocery  and  food  business 
houses,  and  (2)  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  the 
businesses  described  in  (1)  above,  in 
mixed  loads  with  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (1)  above  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk) ,  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio  and 
the  Cincinnati,  Ohio  commercial  zone,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas,  California, 
Colorado,  Louisiana,  Nevada,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Utah. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  or  Las  Vegas,  Nev. 

No.  MC  116645  (Sub-No.  22) ,  filed  May 
14,  1976.  Applicant:  DAVIS  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  56, 
Gilcrest,  Colo.  80623.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Marion  F.  Jones,  1600  Lincoln 
Center,  1660  Lincoln  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80222.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
animal  feeds,  liquid  animal  feed  supple¬ 
ments,  and  molasses,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  the  facilities  of  Cargill,  Inc. 
at  Sterling,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Montana  and  Wyoming,  those  in  South 
Dakota  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  83, 
those  in  Nebraska  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  281,  and  those  in  Kansas  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  281. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  116763  (Sub-No.  345),  filed 
May  19, 1976.  Applicant:  CARL  SUBLER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  North  West  Street, 
Versailles,  Ohio  45380.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  H.  M.  Richters  (Same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise,  as  is  dealt  in  or 
used  by  retail,  wholesale  or  chain  gro¬ 
cery,  drug,  and  food  business  houses  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  and  frozen) , 
from  the  facilities  of  Gulf  Atlantic  Dis¬ 
tribution  Services,  at  or  near  Forest 
Park,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama  on,  east 
and  south  of  Interstate  Highway  59; 
points  in  Florida;  and  those  points  in 
Georgia  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
80. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  582),  filed 
May  19,  1976.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Elm  Springs,  Ark.  72728.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  L.  M.  McLean  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 


Frozen  foods  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  Mon¬ 
tezuma,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana.  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note. — Dual  operations  and  common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  118202  (Sub-No.  56),  filed  May 
14,  1976.  Applicant:  SCHULTZ  TRAN¬ 
SIT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  406,  323  Bridge  St., 
Winona,  Minn.  55987.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Val  M.  Higgins,  1000  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55402.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Mag¬ 
azines  and  periodicals,  from  Brookfield, 
Pewaukee,  and  Waukesha,  Wis.,  to  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  Seat¬ 
tle,  Wash. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  134631  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn,  or  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  118202  (Sub-No.  57),  filed 
May  14,  1976.  Applicant:  SCHULTZ 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  406,  323  Bridge 
St.,  Winona,  Minn.  55987.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Val  M.  Higgins,  1000 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55402.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Chemicals  and  cleaning  supplies  (except 
in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Rosemont 
Township,  Dakota  County,  Minn.,  and 
points  in  Delaware,  Illinois,  Michigan, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  to  points  in  South  Dakota. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  134631  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
Involved.  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  118420  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
May  13,  1976.  Applicant:  BULLDOG 
TRUCKING  OF  GEORGIA,  INC.,  5000 
Old  Peachtree  Road,  Doraville,  Ga.  30340. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Paul  M. 
Daniell,  P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Insulating  ma¬ 
terials,  (2)  glass  fibre  rovings,  yarn  and 
strand,  (3)  glass  fibre  mats  and  matting, 
and  (4)  supplies  and  materials  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  (1),  (2),  and  (3) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  be¬ 
tween  the  plant  site  and  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Certain-Teed  Products  Corp. 
located  in  Clarke  and  DeKalb  Counties, 
Ga..  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 


Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Maryland, 
New  Jersey,  Ohio.  Tennessee,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta. 
Ga. 

No.  MC  119656  (Sub-No.  33),  filed 
March  22,  1976.  Applicant:  NORTH  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  219  E.  Main  Street,  Wina- 
mac,  Ind.  46996.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465  One 
Indiana  Square,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreugalr 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Industrial  or 
commercial  waste  containers,  trailer  and 
roll  off  hoists,  from  the  plant  site  of 
Galbreath,  Incorporated  located  at  or 
near  Winamac.  Ind.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska  (except 
Illinois,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Ohio  and  Wisconsin)  and;  (2)  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  industrial  or  commercial 
waste  containers,  trailer  and  roll  off 
hoists,  from  points  in  the  United  States, 
including  Alaska  (except  Illinois,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Ohio  and 
Wisconsin),  to  the  plant  site  of  Gal¬ 
breath,  Incorporated  located  at  or  near 
Winamac,  Ind. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  119991  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
May  14,  1976.  Applicant:  YOUNG 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1601  Woodlawn, 
P.O.  Box  3,  Logansport,  Ind.  46947.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Michael  V. 
Gooch,  777  Chamber  of  Commerce  Bldg., 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Hides,  skins,  and  pieces 
thereof,  (1)  from  Meridian,  Miss.,  to 
points  in  Delaware,  Illinois,  Maine. 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  New  Hampshire,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin;  and 
(2)  from  points  in  Florida,  Georgia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and 
Virginia,  to  Meridian,  Miss. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neoessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  Orleans,  La.  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  120737  (Sub-No.  37)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  5,  1976  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  June  3,  1976 
and  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  STAR  DELIVERY  &  TRANS¬ 
FER,  INC.,  R.R.  #5,  P.O.  Box  39,  Canton, 
m.  61520.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465,  One  In¬ 
diana  Square,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Steel  cattle 
handling  equipment,  from  St.  Joseph, 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut, 
Delaware.  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
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New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  points  in  Arkansas  on, 
north  and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  40, 
thence  along  the  Arkansas  State  line  near 
Fort  Smith  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  65, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  the 
Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line,  points  in 
Iowa  on,  and  south  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80,  and  points  in  Kansas  on,' north 
and  east  of  State  Highway  96  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  35,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35  to  the  Kansas- 
Oklahoma  State  line;  and  (2)  parts  and 
materials  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
commodity  named  in  (1)  above,  from 
East  Alton  and  Granite  City,  Ill.,  to  St. 
Joseph,  Mo. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this-  republication 
ta  to  correct  the  territorial  description,  as 
pertinent,  which  read  “Interstate  Highway 
96“  In  lieu  of  “State  Highway  96."  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests 
It  be  held  at  either  Chicago,  Ill.,  Kansas  City 
or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  121155  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  May 
10,  1976.  Applicant:  STATES  WARE¬ 
HOUSES.  INC.,  16000  Heron  Ave.,  La 
Mirada.  Calif.  90638.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Donald  Murchison,  9454 
Wilshire  Blvd..  Suite  400,  Beverly  Hills, 
Calif.  90212.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  Common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  commodities  of 
unusual  value,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  Classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
motor  vehicles,  and  radioactive  materi¬ 
als),  between  La  Mirada,  Los  Angeles, 
and  Vernon,  Calif.,  and  points  contigu¬ 
ous  thereto,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  Los  Angeles  Basin 
Territory,  as  described  in  Note  A. 
Through  routes  and  joint  rates  may  be 
established  between  any  and  all  points 
described  above,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  served  by  other  car¬ 
riers  at  the  most  convenient  point  of  in¬ 
terchange.  Carrier  is  authorized  to  use  all 
available  public  highways  between  points 
to  be  served  as  hereinabove  mentioned, 
and  within  the  cities  hereinabove  to  be 
served,  and  to  use  such  streets  and  high¬ 
ways  as  may  be  necessary  to  serve  con¬ 
signors  and  consignees  located  within 
said  cities  (except  that  pursuant  to  the 
authority  herein  granted  carrier  shall 
not  transport  any  shipment  of : 

(1)  Used  household  gopds,  personal  ef¬ 
fects  and  office,  store  and  institution 
furniture,  fixtures  and  equipment  not 
packed  in  accordance  with  the  crated 
property  requirements  set  forth  in  Item 
5  of  Minimum  Rate  Tariff  4-B,  (2)  auto¬ 
mobiles,  trucks  and  buses,  viz.:  new  and 
used,  finished  or  unfinished  passenger 
automobiles  (including  jeeps),  ambu- 
lahces,  hearses,  and  taxis;  freight  auto¬ 
mobiles,  automobile  chassis,  trucks,  truck 
chassis,  truck  trailers,  trucks  and  trailers 
combined,  buses  and  bus  chassis,  (3)  live¬ 
stock.  viz. :  barrows,  boars,  bulls,  butcher 
hogs,  calves,  cattle,  cows,  dairy  cattle, 
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ewes,  feeder  pigs,  gilts,  goats,  heifers, 
hogs,  kids,  lambs,  oxen,  pigs,  rams 
(bucks) ,  sheep,  sheep  chmp  outfits,  sows, 
steers,  stags,  swine  or  wethers.  (4)  liq¬ 
uids,  compressed  gases,  commodities  in 
semi-plastic  from  and  commodities  in 
suspension  in  liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank 
trucks,  tank  trailers,  tank  semitrailers  or 
a  combination  of  such  highway  vehicles, 
(5)  commodities  when  transported  in 
bulk  in  dump  trucks  or  in  hopper-type 
trucks,  (6)  commodities  when  trans¬ 
ported  in  motor  vehicles  equipped  for 
mechanical  mixing  in  transit.  (7)  logs, 
(8)  trailer  coaches  and  campers,  includ¬ 
ing  integral  parts  and  contents  when  the 
contents  are  within  the  trailer  coach  or 
camper.  (9)  commodities  requiring  the 
use  of  special  refrigeration  or  tempera¬ 
ture  control  in  specially  designed  and 
constructed  refrigerator  equipment;  and 
(10)  commodities  of  abnormal  size  or 
weights  which,  because  of  such  size  and 
weight,  require  the  use  of  and  are  trans¬ 
ported  on  low-bed  equipment) . 

Note  A  , 

LOS  ANGELES  BASIN  TERRITORY 

Los  Angeles  Basin  Territory  includes 
that  area  embraced  by  the  following 
boundary:  Beginning  at  the  point  the 
Ventura  County-Los  Angeles  County 
Boundary  Line  intersects  the  Pacific 
Ocean;  thence  northeasterly  along  said 
county  line  to  the  point  it  intersects 
State  Highway  118,  approximately  two 
miles  west  of  Chatsworth:  easterly  along 
State  Highway  118  to  Sepulveda  Boule¬ 
vard;  northerly  -along  Sepulveda  Boule¬ 
vard  to  Chatsworth  Drive;  northeasterly 
along  Chatsworth  Drive  to  the  corporate 
boundary  of  the  City  of  San  Fernando; 
westerly  and  northerly  along  said  cor¬ 
porate  boundary  of  the  City  of  San  Fer¬ 
nando  to  Maclay  Avenue;  northeasterly 
along  Maclay  and  its  prolongation  to  the 
Los  Angeles  National  Forest  Boundary; 
southeasterly  and  easterly  along  the  An¬ 
geles  National  Forest  and  San  Bernar¬ 
dino  National  Forest  Boundary  to  Mill 
Creek  Road  (State  Highway  38) ;  west¬ 
erly  along  Mill  Creek  Road  to  Bryant 
Street:  southerly  along  Bryant  Street 
to  and  including  the  unincorporated 
community  of  Yucaipa;  westerly  along 
Yucaipa  Boulevard  to  Interstate  High¬ 
way  10;  northwesterly  along  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  Redlands  Boulevard; 
northwesterly  along  Redlands  Boulevard 
to  Barton  Road;  westerly  along  Barton 
Road  to  La  Cadena  Drive;  southerly 
along  La  Cadena  Drive  to  Iowa  Avenue; 
southerly  along  Iowa  Avenue"  to  State 
Highway  60;  southeasterly  along  State 
Highway  60  and  U.S.  Highway  395  to 
Nuevo  Road;  easterly  along  Nuevo  Road 
via  Nuevo  and  Lakeview  to  State  High¬ 
way  79;  southerly  along  State  Highway 
79  to  State  Highway  74:  thence  west¬ 
erly  to  the  corporate  boundary  of  the 
City  of  Hamet;  southerly,  westerly  and 
northerly  along  said  corporate  boundary 
to  The  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 
right-of-way;  southerly  along  said  right- 
of-way  to  Washington  Road;  southerly 
along  Washington  Road  through  and  in¬ 
cluding  the  unincorporated  community 
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of  Winchester  to  Benton  Road;  westerly 
along  Benton  Road  to  Winchester  Road 
(State  Highway  79)  to  Jefferson  Avenue, 
southerly  along  Jefferson  Avenue  to  U.S. 
Highway  395;  southerly  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  395  to  the  Riverside  County-San 
Diego  County  Boundary  Line;  westerly 
along  said  boundary  line  to  the  Orange 
County-San  Diego  County  Boundary 
Line;  southerly  along  said  boundary  line 
to  the  Pacific  Ocean;  northwesterly 
along  the  shoreline  of  the  Pacific  Ocean 
to  point  of  beginning,  including  the  point 
of  March  Air  Force  Base. 

Note. — Applicant  seeks  to  convert  Its  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Registration  In  MC  121155  (Sub- 
No.  3)  to  a  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  123048  (Sub-No.  340),  filed 
April  12,  1976.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
5021  21st  Street,  Racine,  Wis.  53406.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Paul  C.  Gartzke, 
121  West  Doty  Street,  Madison,  Wis. 
53703.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
from  the  International  Boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
located  at  Noyes,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Il¬ 
linois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ohio,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  and  Wisconsin,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  in  the  Prov¬ 
inces  of  Canada. 

•  Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved,. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Minnea¬ 
polis.  Minn.,  Chicago,  Ill.  or  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  305),  filed 
May  18,  1976.  Applioant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  U.S.  Hwy.  6,  Valparaiso,  Ind. 
46383.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  W.  Sawyer  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Materials 
and  supplies  (except  commodities  in 
bulk)  used  in  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  aluminum  zinc  die  castings, 
plastic  injection  moldings,  and  door  win¬ 
dow  hardware,  from  points  in  Illinois, 
Louisiana,  Michigan,  Missouri,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  and  Vir¬ 
ginia,  to  St.  Paul,  Minn,  and  Rice  Lake 
and  Turtle  Lake,  Wis. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  306),  filed 
May  18,  1976.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  U.S.  Hwy.  6,  Valparaiso,  Ind. 
46383.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  W.  Sawyer  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  bulk,  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  houshold  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  livestock,  and  articles 
of  unusual  value) ,  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  in  junction  with  in- 
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termodler  traffic,  between  points  in  Il¬ 
linois,  Indiana,  Kentucky  and  Tennessee. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124211  (Sub-No.  277),  filed 
May  19,  1976.  Applicant:  HILT  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988  D.T.S.,  Omaha, 
Nebr.  68101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  L.  Hilt  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting :  Meat, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts  and  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses, 
as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  L  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  the  facilities  of  Acme  Mar¬ 
kets,  Inc.,  and  American  Stores  Packing 
Co.,  located  at  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  to  points 
in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  or  destined 
to  the  facilities  of  Acme  Markets,  Inc., 
and  its  subsidiaries. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  on  a  consolidated 
record  with  similar  applications  of  Shaffer 
Trucking  Co.,  CRST,  Inc.,  and  M.  Bruenger 
&  Co.,  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124221  (Sub-No.  56).  filed 
May  19,  1976.  Applicant:  HOWARD 
BAER,  P.O.  Box  27,  Morton,  I1L  61550. 
Applicant's  representative:  Robert  W. 
Loser,  1009  Chamber  of  Commerce  Bldg.. 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Dairy  products  and 
delicatessen  products,  from  Kroger  Dairy 
Plant  facilities,  located  at  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.,  to  Kroger  Dairy  Plant  facilities,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Hazelwood,  Mo.;  (2)  empty  used 
milk  cases,  from  Kroger  warehouse  and 
facilities,  located  at  North  Little  Rock, 
Ark.,  to  Kroger  plant  facilities,  located 
at  Hazelwood,  Mo.,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
and  Cincinnati,  Ohio:  and  (3)  carbon¬ 
ated  beverages,  from  the  plantslte  and 
facilities  of  Specialized  Beverages,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  Kroger  Dis¬ 
tribution  facilities,  located  at  Salem, 
Va.,  restricted  in  (1)  through  (3)  above 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at,  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  The 
Kroger  Co.,  and  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts  with  The  Kroger  Co., 
located  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  m.  or  Washington,  D.C.  or  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  124373  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
May  25,  1976.  Applicant:  NELMAR 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  1179V4 
Roosevelt  Avenue,  Carteret,  NJ.  07008. 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Such  commodities,  mate¬ 
rials,  equipment,  and  supplies  as  are 


dealt  in,  used  by  or  sold  in  wholesale  and 
retail  chain  store  supermarkets  and 
warehouses  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  between  Carlstadt,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  restricted  to  traffic 
moving  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Mid-Eastern  Coopera¬ 
tives,  Inc.,  of  Carlstadt,  N.J. 

Note. — if  *  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  125718  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
May  17,  1976.  Applicant:  G  &  T  AIR 
EXPEDITING  SERVICE,  INC.,  Indus¬ 
trial  Park,  P.O.  Box  471,  1100  Sullivan 
Street,  Elmira,  N.Y.  14901.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Herbert  M.  Canter,  305 
Montgomery  Street,  Syracuse,  N.Y.  13202. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment))  between  points 
ha  Tioga,  Chemung,  Schuyler  and  Steu¬ 
ben  Counties,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  the  Roches ter-Monroe 
County  Airport,  located  in  Monroe 
County,  N.Y.,  restricted  to  traffic  having 
an  immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neoessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Syracuse  or  Buffalo,  N.T.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  126489  (Sub-No.  31),  filed 
May  7,  1976.  Applicant:  GASTON  FEED 
TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  1203  West  Fourth 
St.,  P.O.  Box  1066,  Hutchinson,  Kans. 
67501.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
animal  feed  (except  salt  and  salt  prod¬ 
ucts)  ,  from  Hutchinson,  Kans.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississippi,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  126736  (Sub-No.  88),  filed 
May  4,  1976.  Applicant:  FLORIDA 

ROCK  &  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  155  East 
21st  St.,  P.O.  Box  1559,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
32201.  Applicant’s  representative:  L  H. 
Blow  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Dry  fertilizer  or 
fertilizer  materials,  in  bulk,  in  pneu¬ 
matic  tank  vehicles,  from  Pelham,  Ga., 
to  points  in  Florida. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Jacksonville  or  Tallahassee,  Fla. 
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No.  MC  126920  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
May  19,  1976.  Applicant:  ROBERT  L. 
HERZOG,  R.D.  #3,  Valley  Road 
Smethport,  Pa.  16749.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Arthur  J.  Diskin,  806  Frick 
Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Empty  glass  con¬ 
tainers,  from  the  plantsite  of  Pierce 
Glass,  an  Indian  Head  Company,  located 
at  Port  Allegany,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Iowa,  Michigan  and  Missouri. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  128532  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
May  17,  1976.  Applicant:  LAMBE’S 
TRUCKING  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  414,  Clare- 
sholm,  Alberta,  Canada  TOL  OTO.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  J.  F.  Meglen, 
P.O.  Box  1581,  Billings,  Mont.  59103.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber  and  wood 
products,  from  points  in  Idaho,  Montana, 
Oregon  and  Washington,  to  ports  of  en¬ 
try  on  the  International  Boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
located  at  points  in  Idaho,  Montana,  and 
Washington,  restricted  to  traffic  moving 
to  points  in  the  Provinces  of  Alberta, 
British  Columbia  and  Saskatchewan, 
Canada. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Billings, 
Mont. 

No.  MC  133095  (Sub-No.  97),  filed 
May  14,  1976.  Applicant:  TEXAS  CON¬ 
TINENTAL  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
434,  2603  W.  Euless  Blvd.,  Euless,  Tex. 
76039.  Applicant’s  representative:  Hugh 
T.  Mathews,  2340  Fidelity  Union  Tower, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75201.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  products  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk) ,  between  Plainfield,  N.J.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  and  west  of  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Missouri,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  136032  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  133123  (Sub-No.  12)  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  April  12,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  20, 
1976,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  RUJAC  TRUCKING 
CORP.,  1133  Avenue  of  the  Americas, 
Room  3210,  New  York,  N.Y.  10036.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Bruce  J.  Robbins, 
One  Lefrak  City  Plaza,  Flushing,  N.Y. 
11368.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Elec¬ 
trical  goods;  (2)  parts  hereof;  and  (3) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk),  used  or  useful  in  the  op¬ 
eration,  manufacture  and  repair  thereof, 
from  the  facilities  of  Toshiba  America, 
Inc.,  located  at  New  York  (Flushing), 
N.Y.,  and  points  in  the  New  York,  N.Y. 
Commercial  Zone  as  defined  in  the  Fifth 
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Supplemental  Report  in  Commercial 
Zones  and  Terminal  Areas,  53  M.C.C.  451, 
within  which  local  operations  may  be 
conducted  under  the  exemption  provided 
in  Section  203(b)  (8)  of  the  Act  (the  ex¬ 
empt  zone) ,  to  points  in  New  Jersey;  New 
York;  and  those  in  Pennsylvania  in  and 
east  of  Susquehanna,  Wyo.,  Luzerne, 
Schuylkill,  Berks  and  Montgomery  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa.,  and  the  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  Toshiba  Amer¬ 
ica,  Inc. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  (1)  correct  the  commodity  and  terri¬ 
torial  description,  which  was  previously  pub¬ 
lished  in  error,  and  (2)  to  add  the  commod¬ 
ity  restriction.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N  Y. 

No.  MC  133655  (Sub-No.  93),  filed 
May  18,  1976.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 

NATIONAL  TRUCK,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4168. 
Amarillo,  Tex.  79105.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Neil  A.  DuJardin,  P.O.  Box 
2298,  Green  Bay.  Wis.  54306.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Printed  matter,  and  mate - 
I  rials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  printed  matter  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk) ,  between  Willard,  Ohio  and 
Crawfordsville,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota, 
Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Texas,  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.  and  Mobile,  Ala. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  133689  (Sub-No.  75),  filed 
May  18,  1976.  Applicant:  OVERLAND 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  719  First  St.,  S.W.,  New 
Brighton,  Minn.  55112.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box 
6010,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  41)  Beverage  prep¬ 
arations  and  additives,  dry  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) ;  and  (2)  Commodities, 
the  transportation  of  which  is  otherwise 
exempt  under  Section  203(b)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act,  when  moving  in 
mixed  loads  with  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (1)  above  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  Manawa,  Wis.,  and  St. 
Louis  Park,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware.  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey.  New  York,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  Saco  Foods,  Inc.,  at  the  above  named 
origins,  and  destined  to  the  above  named 
destination  states. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  133846  (Sub-No.  8),  filed 
June  1,  1976.  Applicant:  FLITE  LINE 
SERVICE.  INC.,  1414  Calcon  Hot*  Road, 
Sharon  Hill,  Pa.  19079.  Applcant’s  rep¬ 


resentative:  Henry  U.  Snavely,  410  Pine 
Street.  Vienna,  Va.  22180.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Misplaced,  misrouted, 
or  delayed  airline  passengers’  baggage. 
having  an  immediately  prior  movement 
by  air;  and  (2)  general  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment) .  between  Philadelphia  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  portion  of  Pennsylvania  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  15,  restricted  in  (2) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic  hav¬ 
ing  an  immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air,  and  further  restricted 
in  (2)  above  against  the  transportation 
of  packages  or  articles  weighing  more 
than  50  pounds. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  134375  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
May  14,  1976.  Applicant:  ELDON 
GRAVES,  doing  business  as,  ELDON 
GRAVES  TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  3044, 
Union  Gap,  Wash.  98903.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Philip  G.  Skoftad,  18448 
S.  E.  Pine  Street,  Portland,  Oreg.  97233. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Animal 
or  poultry  feed,  from  points  in  Oregon 
and  Washington,  to  points  in  California; 
and  (2)  feed  ingredients,  and  feed  sup¬ 
plements  (except  liquids  in  bulk  in  tank 
vehicles) .  from  points  in  California  south 
of  San  Luis  Obispo,  Kern  and  Inyo 
Counties,  to  points  in  Oregon  and  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Portland, 
Oreg. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  114),  filed 
May  14,  1976.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Road,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55118.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Paints,  stains,  varnishes  and  compounds, 
used  for  reducing,  removing,  thickening 
or  thinning,  to  above  Indicated  commod¬ 
ities  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  (1) 
from  East  Moline,  Ill.,  to  Dallas  and 
Houston,  Tex.;  (2)  from  Rockford,  Ill.,  to 
Houston  and  San  Antonio,  Tex.;  and  (3) 
from  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  to  Rockford,  HI., 
and  Dallas,  Houston  and  San  Antonio, 
Tex. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  136221  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
May  19,  1976.  Applicant:  H.  L.  STAN- 
SELL,  INC.,  1015  Illinois  Avenue,  Palm 
Harbor,  Fla.  33653.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  David  C.  Venable,  666  Eleventh 
Street  NW„  Suite  805.  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 


irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  feed 
and  feed  ingredients :  and  (2)  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  when  moving  in  mixed  shipments 
with  feed  and  feed  ingredients  (except 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  used  by  Milk  Specialities  Co.. 
Division  of  Cudahy  Co.,  at  or  near 
Dundee,  HI.,  to  points  In  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi. 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and 
Tennessee,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Milk  Specialities  Co., 
Division  of  Cudahy  Co. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  136632  (Sub-No.  6)  (correc¬ 
tion)  filed  April  5,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  27, 
1976,  and  republished,  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  COPELAND  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  4159  North 
Broadway,  Wichita.  Kans.  67204.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Clyde  N.  Christey, 
641  Harrison  Street.  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  by  dealers  of 
truck  equipment  (except  truck  vehicles) , 
from  Montgomery  and  Fort  Payne,  Ala. ; 
Garden  City  and  Liberal,  Kans.;  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ga. ;  Chicago,  Lyons,  Melrose  Park, 
Peoria,  Quincy,  Streator,  and  Urbana, 
Ill.;  Cedar  Falls,  Cedar  Rapid,  Grundy 
Center,  Jefferson  and  Woodbine,  Iowa; 
Louisville,  Owensboro,  and  Paris,  Ky.; 
Minden  and  New  Orleans,  La.;  Dearborn 
and  Muskogen,  Mich.;  Fairmont,  Lake 
Crystal,  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  Meri¬ 
dian,  Miss.;  St.  Louis  and  Springfield, 
Mo.;  Botkins,  Cleveland,  Galion  and 
Marion,  Ohio;  Broken  Arrow, 
Durant,  and  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.; 
Reading,  Pa.;  Brady,  Cleboume,  Dallas, 
and  Houston,  Tex.,  and  Milwaukee  a»d 
West  Bend,  Wis.,  to  Denver  and  Grand 
Junction,  Colo.;  and  Scotts  Bluff,  Nebr., 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  O.  J.  Watson  Company,  Inc., 
of  Colorado;  (2)  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  dealers  of  truck  equipment 
(except  truck  vehicles),  from  Mont¬ 
gomery  and  Fort  Payne,  Ala.;  Denver, 
Colo.,  Louisville,  Ga.;  Chicago,  Lyons, 
and  Urbana,  Ill.:  Cedar  Falls,  Cedar 
Melrose  Park,  Peoria,  Quincy,  Streator, 
Rapids,  Grundy  Center,  Jefferson,  and 
Woobine,  Iowa;  Louisville,  Owensboro 
and  Paris,  Ky.;  Minden  and  New  Orleans, 
La.;  Dearborn  and  Muskego,  Mich.; 
Fairmont,  Lake  Crystal  and  Minneapolis. 
Minn.;  Meridian,  Miss.;  St.  Louis  and 
Springfield,  Mo.;  Botkins,  Cleveland, 
Galion.  and  Marion,  Ohio;  Broken 
Arrow,  Durant  and  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.;  Reading,  Pa.,  Brady,  Clebourne, 
Dallas,  and  Houston,  Tex.,  and  Mil¬ 
waukee  and  West  Bend,  Wis.,  to  Hays. 
Kans.,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Hays  Truck  Equipment, 
Inc.; 

(3)  Commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
dealers  of  truck  equipment  (except  truck 
vehicles),  from  Louisville,  Ga.;  Louis¬ 
ville  and  Owensboro,  Ky.;  Minden  and 
New  Orleans,  La.;  Dearborn,  Mich.;  Min- 
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neapoUs,  Minn.;  Botkins,  Ohio;  and 
Beading.  Pa.,  to  Beloit,  Colby,  Dodge 
City,  Great  Bend,  Kansas  City,  Parsons, 
Topeka,  and  Wichita.  Kans.  and  Spring- 
field.  Colo.,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  O.  J.  Watson  Co.,  Inc., 
located  In  Wichita,  Kans.;  Scherer  Truck 
Equipment,  Inc.,  located  in  Kansas  City, 
Kans.;  Capitol  Body  and  Equipment 
Company.  Inc.,  located  In  Kansas  City, 
Kans.;  and  O.  J.  Watson  Solid  Waste 
Division,  Inc.,  located  In  Wichita,  Kans.; 
(4)  commodities  as  are  dealt  In  by 
dealers  of  truck  equipment,  between 
Beloit,  Colby,  Dodge  City,  Great  Bend, 
Hays,  Kansas  City,  Parsons,  Topeka,  and 
Wichita,  Kans.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Denver,  Grand  Junction,  and 
Springfield,  Colo,  and  Scottsbluff,  Nebr., 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  O.  J.  Watson  Co.,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  In  Wichita,  Kans.;  Scherer  Truck 
Equipment,  Inc.;  Capital  Body  and 
Equipment  Company,  Inc.;  O.  J.  Watson 
8olld  Waste  Division,  Inc.;  O.  J.  Watson 
Company,  Inc.,  of  Colorado,  located  In 
Denver,  Colo.,  and  Hays  Truck  Equip¬ 
ment,  Inc.;  (5)  commodities  as  are  dealt 
In  by  dealers  of  truck  equipment  (except 
truck  vehicles),  from  Brady,  Tex.,  to 
Hays,  Kansas  City,  Topeka,  and  Wichita, 
Kans.,  and  Denver,  Colo.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts  with  O.  J. 
Watson  Co.,  Inc.;  Scherer  Truck  Equip¬ 
ment.  Inc.;  Capitol  Body  and  Equipment 
Company,  Inc.;  and  O.  J.  Watson  Solid 
Waste  Division,  Inc.;  (6)  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  dealers  of  truck  equip¬ 
ment  (except  truck  vehicles),  from 
Jerseyville,  Ill.  and  Lenox,  Iowa,  to  points 
In  Kansas;  points  in  Colorado  on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  25;  points 
In  Missouri  west  of  U.S.  Highway  63  and 
points  In  Alfalfa,  Beaver,  Cimarron, 
Craig,  Delaware,  Ellis,  Garfield,  Grand, 
Harper,  Kay,  Major,  Mayes,  Noble, 
Nowata,  Osage,  Ottawa,  Pawnee,  Rogers, 
Texas,  Tulsa,  Washington,  Woods,  and 
Woodward  Counties,  Okla.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  O.  J. 
Watson  Co.,  Inc.;  Scherer  Truck  Equip¬ 
ment,  Inc.;  Capitol  Body  and  Equipment, 
Inc.;  O.  J.  Watson  Company,  Inc.  of 
Colorado  and  Hays  Truck  Equipment, 
Inc.;  and 

(7)  Fertilizer  blenders,  from  Jersey¬ 
ville,  HI.,  to  points  in  Kansas,  points  in 
Colorado  on  and  east  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  25;  points  in  Missouri  west  of  Ufi. 
Highway  63  and  points  in  Alfalfa,  Beaver, 
Cimarron,  Craig,  Delaware,  Ellis,  Gar¬ 
field,  Grant,  Harper,  Kay,  Major,  Mayes, 
Noble,  Nowata,  Osage,  Ottawa,  Pawnee, 
Rogers,  Texas,  Tulsa,  Washington, 
Woods,  and  Woodward  Counties,  Okla., 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
with  O.  J.  Watson  Co.,  Inc.;  Scherer 
Truck  Equipment,  Inc.;  Capitol  Body  and 
Equipment,  Inc.;  O.  J.  Watson  Company, 
Inc.  of  Colorado  and  Hays  Truck  Equip¬ 
ment,  Inc. 

Not*. — The  purpose  of  this  republicatlon 
to  to  ( 1 )  correct  the  docket  number  published 
u  136635  (Sub-No.  6).  should  be  MC  136632 
(Sub-No.  6) ;  (3)  include  commodity  restrlc- 
tlone  in  (1).  (3).  (3).  (6).  and  (6)  above; 
and  (3)  to  correct  the  territorial  description 
in  (7)  above,  ae  pertinent,  from  Woodbine  to 


Woodward  County,  Okla.  If  a  hearing  la 
deemed  necessary,  the  appUcant  requests  It 
be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  136762  (Sub-No.  8).  filed  May 
13,  1976.  AppUcant:  OSBORNE  HIGH¬ 
WAY  EXPRESS  (OHX) ,  a  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  763,  125  University  Ave.,  Ukiah, 
Calif.  94710.  Applicant’s  representative: 

J.  H.  Guise th  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,,  transporting:  Wood 
flbreboard,  and  accessories  and  supplies 
used  In  the  Installation  thereof,  from 
points  in  Orange  County,  Calif.,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  California,  Nevada,  and  New 
Mexico. 

Note. — Applicant  states  it  Intends  to  tack 
the  requested  authority  with  its  Sub  No.  1 
at  Ukiah,  Calif,  to  provide  service  on  the  re¬ 
quested  commodities  from  the  plantslte  of 
Masonite  Corporation,  to  points  In  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Montana,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming.  Common  control 
may  be  Involved.  It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
San  Francisco,  Calif, 

No.  MC  140033  (Sub-No.  14) ,  filed  May 
19,  1976.  AppUcant:  COX  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  EXPRESS,  INC.  10606  Good¬ 
night  Lane,  Dallas,  Tex.  75220.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Larry  Wells, 
4645  N.  Central  Expressway,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75205.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trans¬ 
formers  and  transformer  ports -(except 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment),  from  Arcadia,  Fla.,  to  points  In 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Louisiana,  Missouri,  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  and  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Miami,  Fla.  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  140829  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
May  28,  1976.  AppUcant:  CARGO  CON¬ 
TRACT  CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
206,  UJS.  Highway  20,  Sioux  City,  Iowa 
51102.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Hanlon,  55  Madison  Avenue,  Mor¬ 
ristown,  N.J.  07960.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  In  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  In 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  com¬ 
modities  In  bulk) ,  from  the  plantslte  and 
storage  faculties  of  Carriage  House 
Meat  &  Provisions,  at  or  near  Ames,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts.  Michigan,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylavnla,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  136408  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If 
a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary.  appUcant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 


No.  MC  141399  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
June  1,  1976.  AppUcant:  GEARY  S. 
BONVILLE,  East  State  Street,  Presque 
Isle,  Maine  04769.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Geary.  S.  BonnvUle  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  appUcant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer  and  lime.  In  bulk  in  dump 
type  vehicles,  between  points  in  Aroos¬ 
took  County,  Maine,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  Une  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at  or 
near  Houlton  and  Vanceboro,  Maine. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Portland 
or  Bangor,  Maine. 

No.  MC  141730,  filed  January  19.  1976. 
Applicant:  ANDREWS  &  SONS  TRUCK¬ 
ING  INC.,  2816  North  Galena  Street, 
Simi  VaUey,  Calif.  93065.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Teague  W.  Andrews  (same 
address  as  appUcant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Hospital  laboratory  instruments, 
reagents,  and  related  health  care  prod¬ 
ucts,  organic  and  inorganic  chemicals 
and  compounds  (except  In  bulk) ,  between 
points  In  Los  Angeles  County  Calif.; 
DaUas,  Tex.;  Miami,  Fla.;  Philadelphia, 
Pa.;  Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  New  York.  N.Y.; 
Baltimore,  Md.;  Cincinnati,  Ohio;  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Non. — If  *  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  141800  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
May  14, 1976.  Applicant:  JAMES  E.  BICE 
AND  FRED  E.  LOVEJOY,  a  Partnership, 
doing  business  as  MONTEVALLO  LIME 
HAULERS,  Rt.  1,  Box  293,  Montevailo, 
Ala.  35115.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Gerald  D.  Colvin,  Jr.,  603  Frank  Nelson 
Bldg.,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Agricultural  limestone  and 
limestone  granular  rock,  from  Bibb  and 
Shelby  Counties,  Ala.,  to  points  In  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  and  Mississippi. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  141804  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
May  13,  1976.  AppUcant:  WESTERN 
EXPRESS,  division  of  INTERSTATE 
RENTAL,  INC.,  Rt.  3,  Box  2040,  Good- 
lettsvUle,  Term.  37072.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box 
81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68509.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Shelving,  stands,  hooks, 
racks,  door  tracks,  locks,  drawers  and 
drawer  slides,  holders,  fasteners  and  ac¬ 
cessories,  and  related  items,  from  the 
plantslte  and  storage  faculties  of  Kn&pe 
&  Vogt  Manufacturing  Co.,  at  or  near 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  to  the  plantslte 
and  storage  faculties  of  Knape  &  Vogt 
Manufacturing  Co.,  at  or  near  LaMlrada, 
Calif. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
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requests  It  be  held  at  Grand  Rapids,  Mich, 
or  Nashville,  Tenu. 

No.  MC  141804  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
May  21.  1976.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
EXPRESS,  division  of  INTERSTATE 
RENTAL,  INC.,  R.R.  No.  3,  Goodletts- 
vllle.  Term.  37072.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O  Box 
81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68509.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Motorcycles,  snowmobiles, 
sporting  equipment,  musical  instruments, 
and  related  parts  and  accessories,  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  uti¬ 
lized  by  Yamaha  International  Corpora¬ 
tion  at  or  near  Buena  Park,  Long  Beach, 
and  San  Pedro,  Calif.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  east  of  the  Mississippi 
River. 

Not*. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  or  NashvUle,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  142083,  filed  May  14.  1976. 
Applicant:  SPECIALTY  CARRIER.  INC., 
720  Stewart  Avenue,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30310. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  J. 
Meuser,  86  Cherry  Street,  P.O.  Box  507, 
Milford,  Conn.  06460.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Bakery  Goods,  frozen,  raw  and  fin¬ 
ished;  and  bakery  goods  (except  frozen) ; 
fillings,  icings,  toppings,  and  articles  used 
in  the  packaging,  sale,  manufacture  and 
distribution  thereof,  between  Atlanta, 
Ga.  and  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Massachusetts,  Maine, 
Michigan,  Maryland,  Mississippi.  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Oklahoma,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Readi-Bake,  Inc. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Hartford,  Conn,  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  142133,  filed  May  18,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  B-LINE  EXPRESS  LTD.,  62 
Union  Street,  Elmira,  Ontario,  Canada. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  D. 
Gunderman,  Suite  710,  Statler  Hilton, 
Buffalo,  N.Y.  14202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sulfuric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  the  plant  or  facilities  of 
Sulco  Chemicals  Limited,  located  at  El¬ 
mira,  Ontario,  Canada,  over  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
on  the  Niagara  River,  to  points  in  Erie, 
Niagara,  and  Livingston  Counties,  N.Y., 
under  contract  with  Sulco  Chemicals 
Limited,  a  division  of  Canada  Colors 
and  Chemicals  Limited. 

Non. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  142053  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  May 
10,  1976.  Applicant:  NORTH  GEORGIA 


BUS  LINES,  INC..  7410  Perimeter  Cen¬ 
ter  East,  Atlanta.  Ga.  30346.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  P.O. 
Box  872,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Express,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  weighing 
10ft  pounds  or  less,  (1)  Between  Atlanta, 
Ga.  and  Lavonla,  Ga. :  From  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  over  U.S.  Highway  29  to  Winder, 
Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  11  to 
Jefferson,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
129  to  Athens,  Ga.,  thence  over  UB. 
Highway  441  to  Commerce,  Ga.,  thence 
over  Georgia  Highway  59  to  Lavonia, 
Ga.,  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (2)  Be¬ 
tween  Commerce,  Ga.,  and  Danielsville, 
Ga.:  From  Commerce,  Ga.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  441  to  junction  Georgia  High¬ 
way  98,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  98 
to  Danielsville,  Ga.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  and  (3)  Between  Lavonia,  Ga. 
and  Danielsville,  Ga. :  From  Lavonia,  Ga., 
over  Georgia  Highway  17  to  Royston,  Ga., 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  29  to  Dan¬ 
ielsville,  Ga.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Not*. — If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta. 
Ga. 

Passenger  Applications 

No.  MC  111347  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  May 
17,  1976.  Applicant:  PRIGGE’s  CHAR¬ 
TERED  BUSES,  INC.,  505  South  Com¬ 
merce  Street,  Sheboygan,  Wis.  53081. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Nancy  J. 
Johnson,  4506  Regent  Street,  Suite  100, 
Madison,  Wis.  53705.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage.  In  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  round- 
trip,  charter  and  special  operations,  be¬ 
ginning  and  ending  at  points  in  Sheboy¬ 
gan,  Ozaukee,  Fond  du  Lac,  Manitowoc, 
Winnebago  and  Calumet  Counties,  Wis., 
and  extending  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (including  Alaska,  but  excluding 
Hawaii). 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Ls  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Mil¬ 
waukee  or  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  124502  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
May  19,  1976.  Applicant:  ALLEGANY 
COUNTY  TRANSIT  AUTHORITY,  a 
Corporation,  1000  Lafayette  Avenue, 
Cumberland,  Md.  21502.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jeremy  Kahn,  Suite  733, 
Investment  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage  and  express,  mail  and 
newspapers  In  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Cumberland,  and 
Frostburg,  Md.:  From  Cumberland,  Md. 
over  U.S.  Highway  48  to  junction  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  53,  thence  over  Maryland 
Highway  53,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
220  (also  from  Cumberland,  Md.  over 
UB.  Highway  220),  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  220  to  Keyser,  W.  Va.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  220  to  junction  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  135,  at  or  near  McCoole, 


Md.,  thence  over  Maryland  Highway  135 
to  junction  Maryland  Highway  36,  thence 
over  Maryland  Highway  36  to  Frostburg. 
Md.  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved 
If  •  hearing  ls  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  tt  be  held  at  Cumberland,  Md. 

No.  MC  141922  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  May 
18,  1976.  Applicant:  A.  B.  MINI  BUS 
TOURS,  INC.,  151  West  51st  Street,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10019.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Bruce  J.  Robbins,  One  Lefrak  City 
Plaza,  Flushing,  N.Y.  11368.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  special  and  charter  opera¬ 
tions,  in  round-trip  sightseeing  and 
pleasure  tours,  with  bi-lingual  tour 
guide,  limited  to  the  transportation  of  no 
more  than  14  passengers  in  any  one  ve¬ 
hicle,  not  including  the  driver,  and  not 
including  children  under  10  years  of  age 
who  do  not  occupy  a  seat  or  seats,  begin¬ 
ning  and  ending  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
extending  to  Boston,  Mass.:  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.;  Niagara  Falls,  N.Y.  and 
Washington,  D.C. 

Name. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 

York,  N.Y. 

Broker  Application 

No.  MC  130373,  filed  March  15,  1976. 
Applicant:  JAMES  BURTON. HAM  AND 
WILBUR  JACKSON  RIDER,  a  Partner¬ 
ship,  doing  business  as  RADIO  TOURS, 
Route  2,  P.O.  Box  609,  Kinston,  N.C. 
28501.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
Burton  Ham  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  engage  in  op¬ 
eration,  In  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  broker  at  Kinston,  N.C.,  to 
sell  or  offer  to  sell  the  transportation  of 
Passengers,  as  individuals  and  in  groups, 
and  their  baggage,  in  sightseeing  and 
pleasure  tours,  by  motor,  air,  water  and 
rail  carriers,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  In  Florida,  New  York,  North  Caro¬ 
lina  and  Tennessee  and  extending  to 
points  In  the  United  States  including 
Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  ls  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Kinston  or  Raleigh,  N.C. 

Water  Application 

N<x  W-1235  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  May  24, 
1976.  Applicant:  SECURITY  BARGE 
LINE,  INC..  P.O.  Box  4927,  Greenville, 
Miss.  38701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  Raymond  Clark,  Suite  1150,  600  New 
Hampshire  Ave.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20037.  Authority  sought  to  engage  in  op¬ 
eration,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  as  a  common  carrier  by  water  in 
the  transportation  of  Commodities  gen¬ 
erally,  by  non -self  propelled  vessels  with 
the  use  of  separate  towing  vessels  In  the 
performance  of  general  towage,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  ports  and  points  along  the  Gulf- 
Intracoastal  Waterway  from  St.  Marks. 
Fla.,  to  Brownsville,  Tex.,  and  all 
tributaries  and  connecting  ship  channels, 
Including  the  Arroyo  Colorado  to  Har-  ! 
lingen,  Tex.,  the  Victoria  Channel  to  1 
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Victoria,  Tex.,  the  Houston  Ship  Chan¬ 
nel,  the  Trinity  River,  the  Calcasieu 
River,  the  Atchafalaya  River,  the  Port 
Allen  route  between  Baton  Rouge,  La. 
and  the  Gulf-Intracoastal  Waterway,  the 
Pearl  and  West  Pearl  Rivers,  the  Ala¬ 
bama  River,  the  Mobile  River,  the  War¬ 
rior  River,  the  Black  Warrior  River 
(including  the  Locust  and  Mulberry 
Porks  of  the  Black  Warrior  River  and 
Short  Creek) ,  the  Tombigbee  River,  the 
Apalachicola  River,  the  Chattahoochee 
River,  and  the  Flint  River,  including  all 
ports  named,  (2)  between  ports  and 
points  along  the  Ohio  River  below  and 
including  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  (3)  between 
ports  and  points  along  the  Allegheny 
River  below  and  including  Kittanning, 
Pa.,  (4)  between  ports  and  points  along 
the  Monongahela  River  below  and  in¬ 
cluding  Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  and  (5)  be¬ 
tween  ports  and  points  along  the  water¬ 
ways  specified  in  (1)  through  (4) ,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ports  and 
points  which  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
serve  pursuant  to  its  Amended  Certif¬ 
icate  and  Order  No.  W  1235  served  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1974. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  Chicago, 
IU..  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Finance  Applications 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  through  ownership  of 
stock,  of  rail  carriers  or  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  Sections  5(2)  or  210a(b)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice.  Such  protest 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rules  240(c) 
or  240(d)  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  5  1100.240) 
and  shall  include  a  concise  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding. 
A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant  if  no  representative  is 
named. 

No.  MC-F-12855  (Correction),  (JEN¬ 
SEN  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.— 
PURCHASE— HIGHWAY  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  CO.),  published  in  the  June  16, 
1976,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register.  No¬ 
tice  should  have  been  shown  as  JENSEN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.— MERG- 
ERr— HIGHWAY  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  instead  of  JENSEN  TRUCKING 
COMPANY — PURCHASE  —  HIGHWAY 
TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

No.  MC-F-12857.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  THE  CAPITOL  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  a  non-carrier,  140  Everett  Ave¬ 
nue,  Newark,  OH.,  43055,  of  PRUNTY 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  430  29th 
Street,  Parkersburg,  W.V.,  26101,  and  for 
acquisition  by  H.  E.  LeFEVRE,  1142 
Newark  Rd.,  Granville,  OH.,  43023,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the  trans¬ 
action.  Applicants’  attorney:  A.  Charles 
Tell,  100  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
OH..  43215.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 


controlled:  General  commodities,  with 
exceptions  as  a  common  carrier  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  between  points  in  Wood 
County,  W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
Ohio,  Maryland,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia;  between  points  in  Wood  County, 
W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Steubenville  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to 
Zanesville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40 
to  Columbus,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Columbus  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  23  to  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  in¬ 
cluding  points  on  the  indicated  portions 
of  the  highways  specified;  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  lying  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Steubenville 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to 
Zanesville  and  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  Columbus,  and  on  and  east  of 
a  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  23 
from  Columbus  to  Portsmouth,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia.  THE  CAPITOL  COR¬ 
PORATION  has  no  authority  from  this 
Commission.  However,  it  is  affiliated  with 
B&L  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC,  who  under 
MC  123255  and  subs  thereunder  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  all  the  States  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  SERVICE  MO¬ 
TOR  FREIGHT  INC.,  who  under  MC 
139645  and  subs  thereunder  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Pennsylvania.  Maryland,  Delaware,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  Vermont,  Michigan,  Virginia, 
Rhode  Island,  Georgia,  Massachusetts, 
and  Connecticut,  and  HARRY  A. 
BLADES,  who  under  MC  123275  and  subs 
thereunder  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  New  Jersey,  Connecticut,  Mary¬ 
land,  Delaware,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  West  Virginia.  Applications  has  not 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-12858.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  A  &  B  FREIGHT  LINE,  INC., 
2800  Falund  Street,  Rockford,  IL.,  61109, 
of  the  operating  rights  of  SMS  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  1010  Lunt  Avenue,  Elk 
Grove  Village,  IL.  60007,  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  ELVIN  F.  BLUME  and 
FREDERICK  L.  BLUME,  both  of  2800 
Falund  Street,  Rockford,  IL.,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorney:  ROBERT  M.  KASKE, 
2800  Falund  Street,  Rockford,  IL.,  61109. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  Under  a  certificate  of  registration 
in  Docket  No.  MC  120524  (Sub-No.  1) 
covering  the  transportation  of  general 
commodities  as  a  common  carrier  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce,  with  the  State  of  Illi¬ 
nois.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  in  Illinois.  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b). 

Note.— MC  120364  (Sub-No.  12)  is  a  directly 
related  matter. 


No.  MC-F-12860.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  merger  by  COOK  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  408  Wellington  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  370,  Akron,  OH.,  44309,  of  the 
operating  rights  and  property  of  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC., 
1504-40  Beech  Street,  Zanesville,  OH., 
43701,  and  for  acquisition  by  H.  L.  COOK, 
P.O.  Box  370,  Akron,  Ohio,  44309,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  such  rights  and  property  throujh 
the  transaction.  Applicants’  attorney: 
John  P.  McMahon,  100  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus.  OH.,  43215.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  controlled  and 
merged: /General  commodities  with  ex¬ 
ceptions  as  a  common  carrier  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes  between  Zanesville,  Ohio,  and 
Batesville,  Ohio,  between  Zanesville, 
Ohio,  and  Marietta,  Ohio,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points,  with  restrictions: 
Under  a  certificate  of  registration  in 
Docket  No.  MC  109553  (Sub-No.  5) 
covering  the  transportation  of  property 
as  a  common  carrier,  in  intrastate  com¬ 
merce,  within  the  State  of  Ohio.  Vendee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Ohio,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  Kentucky.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

Note. — MC  106451  (Sub-No.  15)  Is  a  directly 
related  matter. 

No.  MC-F-12862.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  TELLERI  TRUCKING  CO.. 
301  Allen  Street,  Elizabeth,  N.J.  07202,  of 
the  operating  rights  and  property  of 
CMT  FOOD  CARRIER,  INC.,  1120  Lin¬ 
den  Avenue  East,  Linden,  N.J.  07036,  and 
for  acquisition  by  FRANK  G.  TELLERI 
and  JOSEPHINE  A.  TELLERI,  both  of 
637  Lincoln  Park  East,  Cranford,  N.J. 
07016,  of  control  of  such  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  through  the  purchase.  Applicants’ 
attorney:  Edward  F.  Bowes,  P.O.  Box 
1409,  167  Fairfield  Road,  Fairfield,  N.J. 
07006.  Operating  rights  and  property 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Fresh  meats , 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  as  a  contract  carrier  over 
irregular  routes  from  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  Elizabeth,  N.J.,  to  Montlcello,  N.Y., 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  from  Elizabeth, 
N.J.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire, 
and  Maine  (except  those  in  Aroostook 
County) ;  meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  as  described  in  sec¬ 
tion  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Description  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209,  except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Linden,  N.J.,  and  New 
York,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Rockland  County, 
N.Y.,  and  points  in  Fairfield,  Hartford, 
and  New  Haven  Counties,  Conn.,  from 
Linden  N.J.,  to  Peekskill  and  Poughkeep¬ 
sie,  N.Y.;  meats,  meat  products,  and  meat 
by-products,  as  described  in  section  A  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C, 
209,  from  Elizabeth,  N.J.,  to  Philadelphia, 
Pa.;  such  commodities,  as  are  classified  as 
meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts  in  Appendix  A  to  the  report  in  Modi¬ 
fication  of  Permits -Packing  House  Prod¬ 
ucts,  46  M.C.C.  23,  from  Elizabeth,  N.J.,  to- 
Baltimore,  Catonsville,  and  Lemoine,  McL, 
and  Harrisburg,  Reading,  York,  Colum- 
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bia,  Allentown,  Bethlehem,  Lebanon,  and 
Lancaster,  Pa. 

The  commodities  classified  as  meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products 
in  section  A  of  the  Appendix  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Modification  of  Permits— Packing 
House  Products,  40,  M.C.C.  23,  from  New 
York,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Morris  and 
Middlesex  Counties,  N.J.;  meats,  meat 
products,  and  poultry,  between  New 
York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Hudson,  Essex, 
Union,  Passaic,  and  Bergen  Counties, 
N.J.,  between  New  York,  N.Y.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Trenton, 
N.J.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  fresh  meats, 
from  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  Albany,  N.Y., 
with  restrictions:  flowers,  seafood, 
fruits,  vegetables,  and  groceries,  from 
Newark,  Teterboro,  New  Brunswick,  and 
Plainfield,  N.J.,  and  points  in  Hudson 
County,  N.J.,  to  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
points  in  Nassau  and  Westchester  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.Y.,  from  New  York.  N.Y.,  to  points 
in  Bergen,  Passaic,  Morris,  Essex,  Hud¬ 
son,  Union,  Somerset,  Middlesex,  and 
Monmouth  Counties,  N.J.;  packinghouse 
products  and  by-products,  including 
fresh  meats,  from  Newark,  N.J.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  Hudson  County, 
N.J.,  to  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in 
Nassau  and  Westchester  Counties,  N.Y., 
and  those  in  Bergen,  Passaic,  Morris, 
Essex,  Hudson,  Union,  Somerset,  Middle¬ 
sex,  and  Monmouth  Counties,  N.J. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier  in  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Massachusetts, 
Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
New  Hampshire,  Maine,  and  Maryland. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-12863.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC., 
1077  Gorge  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  471, 
Akron,  OH.,  44309,  of  the  operating  rights 
Of  HAGERSTOWN  MOTOR  EXPRESS 
CO.,  INC.,  Route  6,  Middleburg  Pike, 
Hagerstown,  MD,  21740,  and  for  acqui¬ 
sition  by  THE  ROUSH  VOTING  TRUST, 
1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  Akron,  OH.  44309,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants'  attorneys:  William  O. 
Turney,  Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave., 
Washington,  D.C.  20014  and  Charles 
Creager,  1329  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  Hagers¬ 
town,  MD.,  21740.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions  as  a  common 
carrier  over  irregular  routes  from 
Hagerstown,  Md.,  to  points  in  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  within  40  miles  of  Hagerstown, 
Md. ;  from  points  in  Maryland,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia,  with¬ 
in  40  miles  of  Hagerstown,  Md.,  to 
Hagerstown.  Md.,  with  restrictions. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vir¬ 


ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

Operating  Rights  Applications  Directly 
Related  to  Finance  Proceedings 

The  following  operating  rights  ap¬ 
plications  are  filed  in  connection  with 
pending  finance  applications  under  Sec¬ 
tion  5(2)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  or  seek  tacking  and/or  gateway 
elimination  in  connection  with  pending 
transfer  applications  under  Section 
212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  authorities  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commisison  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  this  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  notice.  Such  protests  shall  comply 
with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
8  1100.247)  and  include  a  concise  state¬ 
ment  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  copies  of  its  conflicting  au¬ 
thorities.  Verified  statements  in  opposi¬ 
tion  should  not  be  tendered  at  this  time. 
A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant  if  no  representative  is 
named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  not  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  applications. 

No.  MC  31879  (Sub-No.  34).  filed 
May  17,  1978.  Applicant:  EXHIBITORS 
FILM  DELIVERY  &  SERVICE,  INC.,  101 
West  10th  Avenue,  North  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64116.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Warren  A.  Goff,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Avenue,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38137. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  points  In 
Missouri,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Boone  and 
Carroll  Counties,  Ark.;  Lee  County, 
Iowa;  Weld,  Adams,  Denver,  Jefferson, 
Douglas,  El  Paso,  Fremont,  Pueblo,  Huer¬ 
fano,  Las  Animas,  Logan,  Sedgwick, 
Phillips,  Morgan,  Washington,  Yuma, 
Arapahoe,  Elbert,  Lincoln,  Kit  Carson, 
Cheyenne.  Crowley,  Kiowa,  Otero,  Bent, 
Prowers,  and  Baca  Counties,  Colo.;  Lar¬ 
amie  and  Goshen  Counties,  Wyo.;  points 
in  Illinois  within  the  St.  Louis,  Mo. -East 
St.  Louis,  Ill.,  Commercial  Zones  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  and  those  in 
Cook.  Kane,  Du  Page,  and  Will  Counties, 
HI.;  and  points  in  that  part  of  New  Mex¬ 
ico  in  and  on  a  line  beginning  at  the 
northwest  corner  of  Colfax  County,  N. 
Mex.,  at  the  Colorado-New  Mexico  State 
line  and  extending  along  the  western 
boundary  of  Colfax  County  to  the  west¬ 
ern  boundary  of  Mora  County,  thence 
along  the  western  boundary  of  Mora 
County  to  the  boundary  of  Santa  Fe 
County,  N.  Mex.,  thence  In  a  north  and 
westerly  direction  along  the  Santa  Fe 
County  boundary  to  the  boundary  of  Los 
Alamos  County.  N.  Mex. 

Thence  in  a  north  and  westerly  direc¬ 
tion  along  the  Los  Alamos  County 


boundary  until  that  boundary  meets  the 
Santa  Fe  County  boundary  at  the  south¬ 
ern  tip  of  Los  Alamos  County,  thence 
along  the  Santa  Fe  County  boundary  to 
junction  combined  U.S.  Highway  85  and 
Interstate  Highway  25,  thence  along 
combined  U.S.  Highway  85  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  25  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60 
to  the  New  Mexico-Texas  State  line,  and 
thence  along  the  New  Mexico  State  line 
in  a  north  and  westerly  direction  to  the 
point  of  beginning,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Il¬ 
linois  bounded  on  the  west  by  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River,  and  on  the  east,  north  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Chester, 
HI.,  and  extending  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  150  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  154, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  154  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  15,  thence  west  along  Illinois 
Highway  15  to  junction  Illinois  Highway 
127,  thence  north  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  127  to  junction  US.  Highway  50, 
thence  east  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  north 
along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  Decatur,  HI., 
thence  west  along  UJS.  Highway  36  to 
Springfield,  HI.,  thence  along  combined 
U.S.  Highways  36  and  54  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  36,  and  thence  along  UJS. 
Highway  36  to  the  Mississippi  River,  in¬ 
cluding  points  on  the  indicated  portions 
of  the  highways  specified,  restricted  to 
parcels  not  exceeding  100  pounds,  each 
parcel  to  constitute  a  separate  shipment. 

Note. — Exhibitors  Film  Delivery  &  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.,  applicant,  seeks  to  merge  Into  ap¬ 
plicant  the  existing  operations  of  Midstates 
Parcel  Service,  Inc.,  already  under  common 
control.  Traffic  between  the  two  individually 
described  areas  set  forth  in  this  application 
now  moves  between  the  affiliated  companies 
by  interline  at  St.  Louis,  Missouri.  This  Is 
a  matter  directly  related  to  a  Section  6(2) 
finance  proceeding  In  MC-F-12805  published 
In  the  Fed  eh  a  l  Register  issue  AprU  15, 1976. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  request*  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  110325  (Sub-No.  74),  filed 
May  21,  1976.  Applicant:  TRANSCON 
LINES,  P.O.  Box  92220,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90019.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Wentworth  E.  Griffin,  1221  Baltimore 
Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64105.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
and  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (A) 
Regular  routes:  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment),  (1)  Between  the  Junc¬ 
tion  of  US.  Highway  70  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  27,  south  of  Rockwood,  Tenn.,  (ex¬ 
cept  Rock  wood)  and  Knoxville,  Tenn., 
serving  no  Intermediate  points  and 
serving  the  junction  of  US.  Highway  70 
and  US.  Highway  27  for  purposes  of 
Joinder  only:  (a)  From  the  junction  of 
US.  Highway  70  and  US.  Highway  27 
over  US.  Highway  70  to  Knoxville, 
Tenn.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
and  (b)  From  the  junction  of  US.  High¬ 
way  70  and  US.  Highway  27  over  US. 
Highway  70  to  Kingston,  Tenn.,  thence 
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over  Interstate  Highway  40,  to  Knox¬ 
ville,  restricted  against  either  picking  up 
or  delivery  of  any  traffic  at  any  point  on 
U.S.  Highway  27  south  of  Rockwood, 
Tenn.,  including  Chattanooga,  Tenn.; 
(2)  Between  Nashville.  Tenn.  and 
Sparta.  Tenn.,  serving  the  intermediate 
and  off-route  points  of  Campaign,  Rock 
Island.  Quebeck,  Doyle,  McMinnville, 
and  Walling,  Tenn. :  From  Nashville  over 
Tennessee  Highway  1  (U.6.  Highway 
70-S)  to  Sparta  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (3)  Between  Sparta,  Tenn., 
and  Cookeville,  Tenn.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  From  Sparta  over  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  42  to  Cookeville,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  (4)  Between 
Sparta.  Tenn.  and  Spencer,  Tenn.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points:  From  Sparta 
over  Tennessee  Highway  111  to  Spencer, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

(5)  Between  Nashville,  Tenn.  and 
Cookeville,  Tenn.,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  (a)  From  Nashville  over 
U.S.  Highway  70  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  40,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  Cookeville;  and  (b)  From 
Nashville  over  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
Cookeville,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (6)  Between  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 
and  Monterey,  Tenn.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  between  Crab  Orchard, 
Tenn.,  including  Crab  Orchard,  and 
Monterey,  Tenn.:  From  Chattanooga 
over  U.S.  Highway  27  to  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  27  and  U.S.  Highway  70 
(rockwood  junction) ,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  70  to  Crossville,  Tenn.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  70  N  to  Monterey, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (7) 
Between  Crossville,  Tenn.  and  Sparta, 
Tenn.,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
From  Crossville  over  U.S.  Highway  70 
to  Sparta,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (8)  Between  Crossville,  Tenn.  and 
Jamestown,  Tenn.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  From  Crossville  over 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  Jamestown  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  (9)  Between 
McMinnville,  Tenn.  and  Morrison,  Tenn., 
serving  all  intermediate  points  and  the 
plant  site  of  the  Carrier  Air  Condition¬ 
ing  Corporation;  From  McMinnville  over 
Tennessee  Highway  55  to  Morrison,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (10)  Be¬ 
tween  Livingston,  Tenn.  and  Cookeville, 
Tenn.,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
From  Livingston  over  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  42  to  Cookeville,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (11)  Between  Nashville, 
Tenn.  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  serving  no 
intermediate  points  and  restricted 
against  any  service  between  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tenn.  and  Memphis,  Tenn.:  From 
Nashville  over  Interstate  Highway  40, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

(12)  Between  Knoxville,  Tenn.  and 
Bristol,  Tenn.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  between  Surgoinsville,  Tenn.  and 
Bristol,  Tenn.,  including  Surgoinsville, 
and  those  intermediate  points  lying  be¬ 
tween  two  miles  of  U.S.  Highway  11-W 
between  Surgoinsville,  Tenn.  and  Kings¬ 
port,  Tenn.:  From  Knoxville  over  U.S. 
Highway  11-W  to  Bristol,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  ( 13)  Between  Knox¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  and  Bristol,  Tenn.,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  between  Johnson 


City,  Tenn.  and  Bristol,  Tenn.,  including 
Johnson  City,  Tenn.:  From  Knoxville 
over  U.S.  Highway  11-E  to  Bristol,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (14)  Be¬ 
tween  Knoxville,  Tenn.  and  Bristol, 
Tenn.,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
and  serving  all  points  in  Tennessee  other¬ 
wise  authorized  to  be  served  in  routes 
(12)-(20)  inclusive  hereof  as  off-route 
points:  From  Knoxville  over  Interstate 
Highway  81  to  Bristol,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (15)  Between  Kingsport, 
Tenn.  and  Erwin,  Tenn.,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points:  From  Kingsport  over 
U.S.  Highway  23  to  Erwin,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (16)  Between  Eliz¬ 
abethan,  Tenn.  and  Bristol,  Tenn.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points:  From  Eliza - 
bethton  over  U.S.  Highway  19-E  to  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  19,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  19  to  Bristol,  and  return 
over  the  same  route:  (17)  Between  Eliza - 
bethton,  Tenn.  and  Johnson  City,  Tenn., 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  From 
Elizabeth  ton  over  U.S.  Highway  321  to 
Johnson  City,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (18)  Between  Bristol,  Tenn.  and 
Kingsport,  Tenn.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  From  Bristol  over  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  126  to  Kingsport,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

(19)  Between  Blountville,  Tenn.  and 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  23  and 
Tennessee  Highway  75,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points :  From  Blountville  over 
Tennessee  Highway  75  to  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  23  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (20)  Between  Blountville, 
Tenn.  and  Bluff  City,  Tenn.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points:  From  Blountville 
over  Tennessee  Highway  37  to  Bluff  City, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (21) 
Between  Sparta,  Tenn.  and  Nashville, 
Tenn.  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points :  From  Sparta 
over  U.S.  Highway  70,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (22)  Between  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tenn.  and  Nashville,  Tenn.,  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points:  (a)  From  Chatta¬ 
nooga  over  U.S.  Highway  64  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  24,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  24  to  Nashville  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  (b)  From 
Chattanooga  over  Interstate  Highway  24 
to  Nashville  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  (23)  Between  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 
and  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular  route  oper¬ 
ations,  serving  no  intermediate  points: 
From  Chattanooga  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75  to  Knoxville,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (24)  Between  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations,  serving  no  intermediate 
points:  From  Chattanooga  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  24  to  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  64,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
64  to  Memphis,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (25)  Between  Sparta,  Tenn.  and 
Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular  route  oper¬ 
ations,  serving  no  intermediate  points: 
(a)  From  Sparta  over  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  111  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway 


8,  thence  over  Tennessee  Highway  8  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  127,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  Chattanooga,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  and  (b) 
From  Sparta  over  Tennessee  Highway 
111  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  30, 
thence  over  Tennessee  Highway  30  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  127,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  Chattanooga,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes. 

(26)  Between  Chattanooga,  Tenn.  and 
McMinnville,  Tenn.,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular  route  oper¬ 
ations,  serving  no  intermediate  points: 
(a)  From  Chattanooga  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
24,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  24 
to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  55, 
thence  over  Tennessee  Highway  55  to 
McMinnville,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  and  (b)  From  Chattanooga  over 
Interstate  Highway  24  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  55,  thence  over  Tennes¬ 
see  Highway  55  to  McMinnville,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  (27)  Between 
McMinnville,  Tenn.  and  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  From  Mc¬ 
Minnville  over  Tennessee  Highway  55  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  24,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  24  to  Nashville, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (28) 
Between  Sparta,  Tenn.  and  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  From  Sparta 
over  Tennessee  Highway  42  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Interstate  Highway  40,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  40  to  Nashville, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (29)  Be¬ 
tween  Cookeville,  Tenn.  and  Monterey, 
Tenn.,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  From  Cooke¬ 
ville  over  Interstate  Highway  40  to  Mon¬ 
terey,  and  return  over  the  same  route: 
(30)  Between  Livingston,  Tenn.  and 
Jamestown,  Tenn.,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular  route  operations,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  From  Living¬ 
ston  over  Tennessee  Highway  52  to 
Jamestown,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (31)  Between  Livingston,  Tenn. 
and  Monterey,  Tenn.,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular  route  operations,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  From  Liv¬ 
ingston  over  Tennessee  Highway  42  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highway  84,  thence 
over  Tennessee  Highway  84  to  Monterey, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

(32)  Between  Monterey,  Tenn.  and 
Clarkrange,  Tenn.,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular  route  operations,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  From  Mon¬ 
terey  over  Tennessee  Highway  62  to 
Clarkrange,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (33)  Between  Sparta,  Tenn.  and 
Monterey,  Tenn.,  in  connection  wTith  car¬ 
rier’s  regular  route  operations,  serving 
no  intermediate  points:  From  Sparta 
over  Tennessee  Highway  84  to  Monterey, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (34) 
Between  Crossville,  Tenn.  and  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tenn.  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
regular  route  operations,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points:  From  Crossville  over 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  Chattanooga,  also 
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from  Crossville  over  U.S.  Highway  127 
to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  68, 
thence  over  Tennessee  Highway  68  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  27  to  Chattanooga,  and 
return  over  the  same  route:  (35)  Be¬ 
tween  McMinnville,  Tenn.  and  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
regular  route  operations,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points:  Prom  McMinnville 
over  Tennessee  Highway  56  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  70,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  70  to  Junction  Interstate  Highway 
40,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  40 
to  Nashville,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (36)  Between  McMinnville,  Tenn. 
and  Spencer,  Tenn.,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular  route  operations,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  From  Mc¬ 
Minnville  over  Tennessee  Highway  30  to 
Spencer,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(37)  Between  Spencer,  Tenn.  and  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn.,  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  regular  route  operations,  serving 
no  intermediate  points:  From  Spencer 
over  Tennessee  Highway  111  to  junction 
Tennessee  Highway  8,  thence  over  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  8  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  127,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  127 
to  Chattanooga,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

(38)  Between  Crossville,  Tenn.  and 
Knoxville,  Tenn.,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular  route  operations,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  From  Cross¬ 
ville  over  U.S.  Highway  70  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  40,  thence  over  to 
Interstate  Highway  40  to  Knoxville,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (39)  Be¬ 
tween  Crossville,  Tenn.,  and  Nashville, 
Tenn.  in  connection  with  carrier’s  regu¬ 
lar  route  operations,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  From  Crossville  over 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  40,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  Nashville,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (40)  Between 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  Knoxville,  Tenn. 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular 
route  operations,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points:  From  Nashville  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40  to  Knoxville,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  (41)  serving 
the  plant  site  of  Firestone  Tire  &  Rub¬ 
ber  Company  in  Rutherford  County, 
near  Nashville,  Tenn.,  as  an  off- route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s  other¬ 
wise  authorized  regular  route  operations. 
(B)  Irregular  routes:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  Between 
Spencer,  Tenn.,  and  Fall  Creek  Falls 
State  Park,  Tenn.,  serving  all  points 
within  ten  miles  of  the  boundary  of  said 
Park,  except  Dunlap  and  Pikeville, 
Tenn.,  and  points  on  U.S.  Highway  127 
between  Dunlap  and  Pikeville,  Tenn. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  is 
to  convert  a  Certificate  of  Registration  to  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Neces¬ 
sity.  This  is  a  matter  directly  related  to  Sec¬ 
tion  6(2)  finance  proceeding  in  MC-F-12843, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
June  9,  1976.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Nash¬ 
ville  or  Memphis,  Tenn.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 


No.  MC  120371  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
May  27,  1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
OKLAHOMA  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
2945  N.  Toledo,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74115.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  T.  M.  Brown, 
223  Ciudad  Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  commodities  in  bulk,  articles  of 
unusual  value,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  and  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment);  (1) 
Between  Tulsa  and  Atoka,  Okla.:  From 
Tulsa  over  U.S.  Highway  75  to  Henryetta, 
Okla.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  62  to 
Okemah,  Okla.,  thence  over  Oklahoma 
Highway  56  to  junction  Oklahoma  High¬ 
way  99,  thence  over  Oklahoma  Highway 
99  to  Ada,  Okla.,  thence  over  Oklahoma 
Highway  3  to  Coalgate,  Okla.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  75  to  Atoka,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  and  the  off-route 
point  of  Konawa  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (2)  Between  Shawnee  and 
Holdenville,  Okla.:  From  Shawnee  over 
U.S.  Highway  270  to  Holdenville,  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (3)  Between  junction 
U.S.  Highway  62  (Interstate  Highway 
40)  and  Allen,  Okla.:  From  junction 
U.S.  Highway  62  (Interstate  Highway  40) 
and  U.S.  Highway  75  over  U.S.  Highway 
75  to  Calvin,  Okla.,  thence  over  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  1  to  Allen,  serving  the  in¬ 
termediate  points  of  Pharoah,  Weleetka, 
Wetumka,  Calvin,  and  Atwood,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route 

(4)  Between  Okemah  and  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.:  From  Okemah  over  U.S. 
Highway  62  to  Oklahoma  City,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  (5)  Between  Ok¬ 
lahoma  City  and  Shawnee,  Okla.:  From 
Oklahoma  City  over  U.S.  Highway  270 
to  Shawnee,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(6)  Between  Holdenville  and  Atwood, 
Okla.:  From  Holdenville  over  Oklahoma 
Highway  48  to  Atwood,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (7)  Between  Seminole  and  Wet¬ 
umka,  Okla. :  From  Seminole  over  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  9  to  Wetumka,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (8)  Between  Shawnee. 
Olka.,  and  junction  Oklahoma  Highway 
99A  and  Oklahoma  Highway  56:  From 
Shawnee  over  Oklahoma  Highway  99A 
to  junction  Oklahoma  Highway  56,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes;  (9)  Between  Okla¬ 
homa  City  and  Enid,  Okla. :  From  Okla¬ 
homa  City  over  Oklahoma  Highway  3  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  81,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  81  to  Enid,  serving  the  in¬ 
termediate  points  of  Okarche,  Waukomis, 
Kingfisher,  Dover,  Hennessey,  and  Bi¬ 
son,  Okla.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (10)  Between  Tulsa  and  Coving¬ 
ton,  Okla.:  From  Tulsa  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64  to  Perry,  Okla.,  thence  over  Ok¬ 
lahoma  Highway  164  to  Covington,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (11)  Between  Okla¬ 
homa  City  and  Enid,  Okla.:  From  Okla¬ 
homa  City  over  Oklahoma  Highway  74 
to  junction  Oklahoma  Highway  15, 
thence  over  Oklahoma  Highway  15  to 


Enid,  serving  all  Intermediate  points  and 
the  off-route  points  of  Fairmont,  Doug¬ 
las,  Lovell,  and  Cashion,  and  return  over 
the  same  routes;  (12)  Between  Seminole, 
Okla.,  and  junction  Oklahoma  Highways 
99  and  56:  From  Seminole  over  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  99  to  junction  with  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  56,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  and  (13)  Between  Oklahoma  City 
and  Okemah,  Okla.:  From  Oklahoma 
City  over  Interstate  Highway  40  to  Oke- 
—  mah  and  return  over  the  same  route,  as 
an  alternate  route  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only.  Note:  The  purpose  of  this 
application  is  to  convert  a  Certificate  of 
Registration  to  a  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity.  This  is  a  mat¬ 
ter  directly  related  to  a  Section  5<2)  fi¬ 
nance  proceeding  in  MC-F-12757  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
February  4,  1976.  Common  control  may 
be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  either  Tulsa  or  Oklahoma  City,  Okla 

No.  MC  120523  (Sub-No.  2),  filed- May 
22,  1976.  Applicant:  AURORA  FAST 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  1859  Plain  Avenue.  P.O 
Box  1111,  Aurora,  HI.  60605.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Daniel  C.  Sullivan,  327 
South  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  reg¬ 
ular  and  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Regular:  (1)  General  commodities,  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment),  (a)  Between  Chicago,  Dl. 
and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  serving  the  interme¬ 
diate  points  between  Chicago  and  the 
junction  of  Illinois  Highway  53  and  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  55:  From  Chicago,  Ill. 
over  Interstate  Highway  55  to  St.  Louis, 
Mo.-,  and  return  over  the  same  route;  (b> 
Between  Rockford,  Ill.  and  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  51  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  55,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
between  Rockford  and  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  51  and  Interstate  Highway 
80:  From  Rockford,  HI.  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
55,  and  return  over  the  same  route;  (c) 
Between  Sycamore,  HI.  and  the  junction 
of  Hlinois  Highway  38  and  U.S.  Highway 
51,  serving  all  intermediate  points:  From 
Sycamore,  HI.  over  Hlinois  Highway  23 
to  DeKalb,  thence  over  Illinois  Highway 
38  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  51,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  (d)  Between 
Sycamore  and  Rochelle,  HI.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points:  From  Sycamore, 
Ill.  over  Hlinois  Highway  23  to  DeKalb, 
thence  over  Hlinois  Highway  38  to  junc¬ 
tion  unnumbered  road,  thence  over  such 
unnumbered  road  to  Junction  Hlinois 
Highway  5,  thence  over  Hlinois  Highway 
5  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  51  to  Rochelle,  HI., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

(e)  Between  Aurora,  HI.  and  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  30  and  Interstate 
Highway  55,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  From  Aurora,  HI.  over  unnum¬ 
bered  road  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  55,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (f)  Between  Aurora,  HI. 
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and  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  SI  and 
Interstate  Highway  80.  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  From  Aurora,  Ill.  over 
Illinois  Highway  25  to  junction  US. 
Highway  84,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway 
34  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  47,  thence 
over  Illinois  Highway  47  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  junction  UJ3.  High¬ 
way  51,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(g)  Between  Joliet,  m.  and  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Interstate  Highway  55  and  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80:  From  Joliet,  HI. 
over  Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  55,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (h)  Serving  Deselm, 
Essex,  Harlem,  Argyle,  Loves  Park,  North 
Park,  Rockford,  Morristown,  New  Mil¬ 
ford,  Pierpoints,  and  Cherry  Valley,  HI.; 
points  in  those  parts  of  Ogle  and  Lee 
Counties,  Ill.,  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Ogle- Winnebago  County  line  near 
Elida,  and  extending  along  an  unnum¬ 
bered  road  through  Byron  to  junction  Il¬ 
linois  Highway  64,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  64  to  the  Rock  River,  thence 
along  an  unnumbered  road  beginning  at 
the  junction  of  Illinois  Highway  64  and 
the  Rock  River,  through  Daysvllle, 
Franklin  Grove,  Lee  Center  and  Blng- 
hampton  Shaws  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to 
the  Lee -LaSalle  County  Line;  points  in 
that  part  of  LaSalle  County  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  6;  and  points  in 
Boone,  Cook,  DeKalb,  DuPage,  Grundy, 
Kane,  Kendall.  Lake.  McHenry  and  Will 
Counties.  HI.,  as  ofT-route  points  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  above-described  regular 
route  operations;  and  (i)  Between 
Hamel,  HI.  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  serving  all 
Intermediate  points  within  10  miles  of 
Hamel,  Ill.:  From  Hamel.  HI.  over  Ihter- 
state  Highway  55  to  junction  Hlinois 
Highway  157,  thence  over  Hlinois  High¬ 
way  157  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40, 
and  thence  over  UJB.  Highway  40  to  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

Irregular  route:  (2)  General  commodi¬ 
ties.  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  Deselm, 
Essex,  Harlem.  Argyle.  Loves  Park, 
North  Park,  Rockford,  Morristown,  New 
Milford,  Pierpoint,  and  Cherry  Valley, 
HI.;  points  in  those  parts  of  Ogle  and  Lee 
Comities.  HI.,  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Ogle- Winneb  age  County  Line,  near 
Elida,  and  extending  along  an  unnum¬ 
bered  road  through  Byron  to  junction 
Hlinois  Highway  64  to  the  Rock  River, 
thence  along  an  unnumbered  road  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Junction  of  Hlinois  Highway 
64  and  the  Rock  River,  through  Daysvllle. 
Franklin  Grove,  Lee  Center,  and  Blng- 
h&mpton  Shaws  to  junction  US.  High¬ 
way  52.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to 
the  Lee-LaSallee  County  Line;  points  In 
that  part  of  LaSalle  County.  Ill.,  on  and 
north  of  UA  Highway  6;  and  points  in 
Boone.  Cook,  DeKalb,  DuPage,  Grundy, 
Kane,  Kendall,  Lake,  McHenry  and  Will 
Counties.  HI.;  and  (3)  General  commod¬ 
ities.  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 


the  area  described  in  (2)  above,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Hlinois  outside  the  area  described  in  (2) 
above,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  or  destined  to 
the  territory  described  in  part  (2),  and 
further  restricted  against  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  shipments  between  any  two 
points  authorized  in  part  (1)  to  be  served 
in  regular  route  operations,  the  opera¬ 
tions  authorized  in  parts  (1),  (2)  and 
(3)  above  shall  not  be  severable. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  Is 
to  convert  a  Certificate  of  Registration  to  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Neces¬ 
sity.  This  Is  a  matter  directly  related  to  Sec¬ 
tion  6(2)  finance  proceeding  in  MC-F-12844, 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
June  9,  1976.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  69) ,  filed  May 
13.  1976.  Applicant:  F-B  TRUCK  LINE 
COMPANY,  1945  South  Redwood  Road, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84104.  Applicant's 
representative:  Alan  R.  Wilson  (Same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Bulk  and  service  station  equip¬ 
ment.  each  article  to  weigh  a  maximum 
of  5,000  pounds,  between  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  Washington,  Oregon,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Utah,  Nevada,  (except  Min¬ 
eral  County,  Nev.),  Arizona  and  Cali¬ 
fornia;  (2)  agricultural  commodities 
when  shipped  as  commodities  of  un¬ 
usual  size  and  weight,  machinery,  boil¬ 
ers,  storage  tanks,  and  parts  therefor, 
pipe,  structural  steel,  and  contractors 
outfits  and  supplies  requiring  special 
equipment  or  rigging,  between  Julesburg, 
Colo.,  and  points  in  Colorado  within  75 
miles  of  Julesburg,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Washington,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Idaho,  Montana,  Utah,  Nevada,  (ex¬ 
cept  Mineral  County,  Nev.) ,  and  Arizona ; 
(3)  feed-lot  supplies  (a)  when  shipped 
as  commodities  of  unusual  size  or  weight, 
machinery,  boilers,  storage  tanks,  and 
parts  therefor,  pipe,  structural  steel,  and 
contractors’  outfits  and  supplies  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment  or  rigging,  between 
Julesburg,  Colo.,  and  points  in  Colorado 
within  75  miles  of  Julesburg,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Utah, 
Wyoming,  Idaho,  Montana,  Arizona,  and 
those  in  Nevada  (except  Mineral 
County). 

<b)  When  shipped  as  machinery,  con¬ 
struction  materials,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies  and  Iron  and  steel  articles  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-45.  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates. 
Appendix  V,  61  M.C.C.  276  (except 
construction  materials  equipment  and 
supplies) ,  between  Julesburg,  Colo.,  and 
points  in  Colorado  within  75  miles  of 
Julesburg,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  California,  and  (c)  when 
shipped  as  machinery,  structural  steel, 
pipe,  and  commodities,  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  which,  by  reason  of  size  or  weight, 
requires  the  use  of  special  equipment,  and 
related  machinery  parts  and  related  con¬ 
tractors’  materials  and  supplies  when 
their  transportation  Is  incidental  to  the 


transportation  of  the  commodities  au¬ 
thorized  above,  between  Julesburg,  Colo., 
and  points  in  Colorado  within  75  miles 
of  Julesburg,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  Washington  and  that 
part  of  Oregon  on  and  north  of  the 
44th  parallel;  (4)  building  materials  (a) 
between  points  In  Colorado,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Wash¬ 
ington,  Oregon  on  and  north  of  the  44th 
parallel,  Idaho,  those  In  that  part  of 
Montana,  on  and  west  of  a  direct  north 
and  south  line  extending  from  the  north¬ 
west  comer  of  Wyoming  to  the  United 
States/Canada  Boundary  line,  those  in 
Nevada  east  of  a  line  extending  north 
and  south  through  McDermitt,  Nev.,  in¬ 
cluding  Winnemucca,  Nev.,  Utah  and 
Arizona,  and  (b)  between  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  California;  (5)  construction 
materials  (a)  when  shipped  as  commodi¬ 
ties  of  unusual  size  and  weight,  machin¬ 
ery,  boilers  storage  tanks  and  parts 
therefor,  pipe,  structural  steel,  between 
points  in  Colorado,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  California,  Ore¬ 
gon,  on  and  north  of  the  44th  parallel, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Washington,  Utah,  Ne¬ 
vada,  and  Arizona,  and  (b)  between 
points  in  Colorado,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  California. 

(.&' -building  and  construction  equip¬ 
ment  (a)  when  shipped  as  commodities 
of  unusual  size  and  weight,  machinery 
and  contractors’  outfits  and  supplies  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment  or  rigging,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Colorado,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Utah, 
Wyoming,  Idaho,  Montana,  Arizona, 
those  in  Nevada  (except  Mineral 
County) ,  California,  Washington  and 
Oregon  on  and  north  of  the  44th  paral¬ 
lel,  (b)  when  shipped  as  self-propelled 
articles,  each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or 
more,  and  related  machinery  tools,  parts 
and  supplies  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  between  points  in  Colorado,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Arizona, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Utah,  those  in  Nevada 
(except  points  in  Nye,  Esmeralda  and 
Mineral  Counties,  Calif.),  Washington 
and  Oregon  on  and  north  of  the  44th 
parallel.,  restricted  in  (6)  (b)  above  to 
commodities  which  are  transported  on 
trailers,  and  (c)  when  shipped  as  special- 
purpose  trailers  designed  for  use  inciden¬ 
tal  to  construction  projects,  and  mining 
projects  (except  trailers  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles.  In 
truckaway  service),  between  points  In 
Colorado,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Utah,  Arizona,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Wyoming,  Nevada  (except 
points  in  Mineral  County,  Nev.),  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Washington  and  Oregon  north  of 
the  44th  parallel;  (7)  office  and  store  fix¬ 
tures  (except  those  transported  as  part 
of  a  household  goods  movement),  tele¬ 
phone  and  power  line  materials  when 
shipped  as  building  materials,  commodi¬ 
ties  of  unusual  size  and  weight,  machin¬ 
ery,  pipe,  structural  steel  and  contrac¬ 
tors’  outfits  and  supplies  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment  or  rigging,  between  point* 
in  Colorado,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  Utah,  Arizona,  Idaho, 
California,  those  In  Nevada  east  of  a  line 
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extending  north  and  south  through  Mc- 
Dermitt,  Nev.,  including  Winnemucca, 
Nev.,  Oregon  on  and  north  of  the  44th 
parallel,  Montana  on  and  west  of  a  direct 
north  and  south  line  extending  from  the 
northwest  comer  of  Wyoming  to  the 
United  States/Canada  Boundary  line 
and  Washington. 

(8)  farm  machines,  minimum  5,000 
pounds  when  shipped  as  (a)  agricultural 
machinery  and  implements  as  described 
in  Appendix  XH,  61  M.C.C.  296,  and  (b) 
self-propelled  vehicles  used  in  agricul¬ 
tural  and  farming  operations,  (except 
automobiles,  trucks,  and  buses  described 
in  Appendix  XII,  61  M.C.C.  292)  in  (a) 
and  (b)  above,  between  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado  within  75  miles  of  Julesburg,  Colo., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Washington,  points  in  that  part 
of  Oregon  on  and  north  of  the  44th  par¬ 
allel,  Montana,  Idaho,  Utah,  Wyoming, 
Arizona,  New  Mexico,  California  and 
those  in  Nevada  (except  those  in  Mineral 
County). 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  filing  In  Parts 
(1)  through  (8)  above  Is  to  request  tacking 
and  concurrently  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  In  Wyoming.  This  is  a  matter  directly 
related  to  Section  6(2)  finance  proceeding  In 
MC-F- 12826,  published  In  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  Issue  of  May  6,  1976.  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held 
at  either  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  or  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  141952  (Sub-No.  1)  (Clarifica¬ 
tion),  filed  April  29,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  27, 
1976,  and  republished  as  clarified  this 
issue.  Applicant:  WALTER  A.  JUNOE, 
INC.,  3818  84th  St.  S.W.,  Tacoma.  Wash. 
98444.  Applicant’s  representative:  George 
R.  LaBissoniere,  1100  Norton  Building, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98104.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wine  and  malt  beverages  (except  in 
bulk) ,  from  points  in  California,  to 
Bremerton  and  Seattle,  Wash. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  Is 
to  convert  a  Permit  to  a  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity.  This  Is  a  matter 
directly  related  to  a  Section  6(2)  finance  pro¬ 
ceeding  In  MC— F— 1 2828 ,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  Issue  of  May  13,  1976.  If  a 
hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Seattle,  Wash. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  the  Commission’s  De¬ 


viation  Rules — Motor  Carriers  of  Prop¬ 
erty  (49  CFR  $  1042.4(c)  (ID). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in  the 
manner  and  form  provided  in  such  rules 
(49  CFR  S  1042.4(c)  (12))  at  any  time, 
but  will  not  operate  to  stay  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  operations  unless 
filed  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC-30504  (Deviation  No.  14), 
TUCKER  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  3144,  South  Bend,  Ind.  46619,  filed 
June  15,  1976.  Carrier  proposes  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Springfield,  Mo.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  66  to  Junction  Missouri  High¬ 
way  64,  thence  over  Missouri  Highway 
64  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  7,  thence  over  Missouri 
Highway  7  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  71, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  435,  and  return  over 
the  same  route  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Spring- 
field,  Mo.,  over  U.S.  Highway  66  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kansas  Highway  26,  thence  over 
Kansas  Highway  26  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  69,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
69  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  435, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  435  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC-89723  (Deviation  No.  36), 
MISSOURI  PACIFIC  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  210  N.  13th  St.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63103, 
filed  June  10,  1976.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  West  Memphis,  Ark., 
over  Interstate  Highway  40  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  49,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  49  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  79, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  79  to  Pine 
Bluff,  Ark.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  From  West 
Memphis,  Ark.,  over  U.S.  Highway  64  to 


Bald  Knob,  Ark.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  67-167  to  N.  Little  Rock,  Ark., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  65  to  Pine 
Bluff,  Ark.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

Motor  Carrier  Intrastate  Applications 

The  following  application  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  Interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pursuant 
to  Section  206(a)  (6)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  These  applications  are 
governed  by  Special  Rule  245  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  5  1100.245),  which  provides, 
among  other  things,  that  protests  and 
requests  for  information  concerning  the 
time  and  place  of  State  Commission 
hearings  or  other  proceedings,  any  sub¬ 
sequent  changes  therein,  and  any  other 
related  matters  shall  be  directed  to  the 
State  Commission  with  which  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  filed  and  shall  not  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  or  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

Tennessee  Docket  No.  MC  6646,  filed 
May  3,  1976.  Applicant:  MUSIC  CITY 
SERVICE,  INC.,  doing  business  as. 
SIGHTSEEING  TENNESSEE,  501 
Broadway,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Val  Sanford,  P.O. 
Box  2757,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203.  Certifi¬ 
cate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Transportation  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  between  all  points  and 
places  in  the  State  of  Tennessee,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  but  only  on  bona  fide 
sightseeing  tours  where  all  passengers 
are  transported  together  as  a  group,  and 
where  all  such  transportation  is  rendered 
as  a  part  of  a  comprehensive  tour  pack¬ 
age  involving  transportation  to  or 
through  more  than  one  county,  and  the 
counties  contiguous  to  that  one  county. 
Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce  authority  sought.  HEARING: 
Date,  time  and  place  set  forth  July  13. 
1976,  at  9:30  A.M.  at  the  Commission's 
Court  Room,  Cl-110  Cordell  Hull  Build¬ 
ing,  Nashville,  Tenn.  Requests  for  pro¬ 
cedural  information  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Tennessee  Public  Service  Commis¬ 
sion,  Room  Cl-102,  Cordell  Hull  Build¬ 
ing,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37219. 

By  the  Commission. 

I  seal  1  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.76-18279  Filed  6-23-76:8:45  am) 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  123— THURSDAY,  JUNE  24,  1976 


